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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Violence Against Women Act of 1994 specified that a study be conducted of “how the 
States may collect centralized data bases on the incidence of sexual and domestic violence 
offenses within a State.” The National Institute of Justice (NIJ) asked the Justice Research and 
Statistics Association (JRSA) to undertake a study of domestic and sexual violence incident data 
collection by the states. The study involved convening a panel of experts and surveying state 
Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) directors to determine how these data were collected in their 
states. The findings of this study were published in July 1996 in an NIJ Research Report entitled 
Domestic and Sexual Violence Data Collection. 

In 1997, JRSA began the second phase of the study, which was designed to expand upon the 
findings of the first effort. The first step in this second study was to update the survey of SAC 
directors which provided the information included in the 1996 report. Changes in data collection 
procedures were noted, and the SAC directors were asked to provide the names of contacts in 
their states who could provide additional information on the states’ databases. JRSA then 
interviewed these contacts, along with the directors of the state domestic violence and sexual 
assault coalitions, to obtain detailed information on the data collection systems. Copies of data 
collection forms and other system documentation were also obtained. 

The study also examined the data collection systems in three states in greater detail by having the 
SACS in those states study and report on their state systems. The three state “case studies” were 
conducted in: (1) Iowa, which studied its National Incident-Based Reporting System (NII3RS)- 
compatible incident-based crime reporting system; (2) Connecticut, which examined its Family 
Violence Reporting Program, a specialized domestic violence data collection system; and (3) 
Illinois, which studied its new automated system for collecting domestic violence and sexual 
assault service provider data. Each SAC conducted interviews with knowledgeable individuals 
who provided information about how the data systems functioned, and surveyed data providers to 
determine how the information was collected and used at the local level. 

0 

OVERVIEW OF STATE DATA COLLECTION SYSTEMS 

In our classification of state domestic violence and sexual assault data collection systems, we 
used as a baseline the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI’s) summary-based Uniform Crime 
Reporting (UCR) program. The study included only those data collection systems which provide 
more detailed data on domestic violence and sexual assault than can be obtained from the 
national summary system. Crime reporting to the F BI’s UCR program under NBRS was 
included in our study. 

The systems reported here are divided into two basic types, depending on the source of the data: 
(1) law enforcement databases, which collect data o n  offenses reported to or arrests by local law 
enforcement agencies; and (2) service provider dat.tbases, which collect data on clients served by 
local domestic violence and sexual assault progranls. A total of 34 states have some type of law 
enforcement data collection system for domestic 1 Idlence, and 14 have this type of system for 
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sexual assault data. A total of 16 states collect statewide domestic violence data from service 
providers, while 17 states maintain statewide systems for collecting sexual assault data. The 
service provider systems are further subdivided into incident-based systems (6  for domestic 
violence and 8 for sexual assault data) and summary systems (1 0 for domestic violence and 9 for 
sexual assault data). 

0 

Law Enforcement Incident-Based Crime Reporting Systems 

Twelve states were identified that currently capture either domestic or sexual violence data 
statewide via an incident-based crime system. Some of these 12 state systems have been 
developed as a result of NIBRS, while others are state-based systems that are not necessarily 
compatible with NIBRS. 

A total of 46 of the 54 states and territories surveyed indicated that they have implemented, or are 
working toward or planning to meet, the NIBRS data collection standards. For purposes of this 
study, only those states which estimated that the vast majority of crime in the state is reported 
through the state IBR system are considered to have “statewide” NIBRS-compatible data 
collection systems. This definition resulted in seven states being classified as NBRS states, 
regardless of their status with regard to the FBI’s process of certifying states to submit data to 
NIBRS. 

NIBRS provides significant enhancements over the summary UCR system for reporting and 
analyzing domestic violence and sexual assault. In expanding the number of crimes for which 
offenses reported to the police are tracked, NIBRS includes the additional assault offense 
categories of simple assault and intimidation, which will facilitate the study of domestic 
violence, and the inclusion of the additional sex offense categories of forcible sodomy, sexual 
assault with an object, and forcible fondling, which will enhance the study of sexual violence. 

NIBRS also includes an extensive list of codes for identifying the relationship between the victim 
and offender in every violent incident. These codes include relationships within the family (such 
as spouse, common-law spouse, and sibling), and outside the family (such as acquaintance, ex- 
spouse, and boy/girlfriend). These relationship codes allow for the identification of domestic 
violence incidents, and also permit more detailed analysis of sexual violence information (for 
example, specifying the extent to which perpetrators were known to victims, were friends, 
acquaintances or neighbors of victims, or were family members of victims). 

There are, however, two potential drawbacks to the use of NIBRS to identify domestic violence 
cases. A comparison of N[BRS relationship codes with the possible various relationship criteria 
used in the states, shows that NIBRS is missing several possible relationship codes that could be 
relevant in domestic violence cases. For example, while NIBRS includes former spouses as a 
relationship, i t  omits othcr former intimate relationships, such as boyhend/girlfricnd, from its 
list. This omission may rcsult in many domestic-related cases not being identified as such in 
NIBRS-compatible data collection systems. States can add their own additional rclationship 
codes to their NIBRS systems, but these will not be reported when the data are exmined at the 
national level. 
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@ NIBRS includes 1 1 offenses for which only arrests, and not crimes, are reported. These include 
several offenses which are considered by some states to be domestic in nature, including 
“nonviolent family offenses,” “trespassing,” and “disorderly conduct.” Thus some domestic- 
related offenses which do not result in an arrest will not be included in NIBRS-compatible data 
collection systems. 

In addition to providing the ability to identify most domestic violence offenses, the NIBRS 
offense codes also allow for the analysis of sexual violence information. Under NIBRS, it will be 
possible to determine the extent to which perpetrators were known to victims, were friends, 
acquaintances or neighbors of victims, or were family members of victims. 

In general, IBR systems provide information on characteristics of the victim and offender, along 
with information on the nature of the offense, whether a weapon was involved and if so, what 
type, and whether the victim was injured. Other variables captured in some of these systems 
include: whether or not a child was present during the incident, information on protection orders, 
and information on referrals to service providers. 

Specialized Domestic and Sexual Violence Data Collection Systems: Incident-Based 

Fourteen states collect statewide information on domestic violence or sexual assault incidents 
using specialized incident-based data collection forms. Incident-based data collection forms and 
activities are of t u  o general types. About half of these states collect detailed information for 
every incident in\ olving domestic or sexual violence. In the remaining states, only minimal 
information is recorded for each incident. 

0 

Specialized domestic violence and sexual violence systems generally capturc similar, but more 
detailed, informar ion regarding these incidents than the NIBRS/IBR systems. In  addition to 
information about victims, offenders, and offenses, these systems may capture information on 
the specific circuinstances surrounding the incident (for example, nature of the dispute or type of 
behavior involved 1; alcohol or drug involvement; presence of children; whether or not an arrest 
was made; prior abuse history; and whether a protection order was in effect. 

Specialized Domisstic and Sexual Violence Data Collection Systems: Summary-Based 

Summary-based tltJmestic violence and sexual assault reporting systems are ased in nine states to 
capture the frcquc iicy of domestic and sexual violence incidents in each juri diction. In general, 
summary domestic violence and sexual assault specialized data collection s> stems collect data in 
the same manlier IS summary UCR systems. 

Summary reporti 2 forms typically provide less information on domestic vi(S1eiice and sexual 
assault incideiits ;‘ian incident-based forms. In general, little more is reporte!I than the frequency 
of calls for seivic or incidents, with specifications for offense type or relationship. While most 
of the system< sp cify the nature of the offense, only a few capture victim Oi  ut‘fender @ characteristick 01 ictim/offender relationship. 
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Sefvice Provider Systems: Client-Based 

Spurred by the reporting requirements of federal and state agencies which fund domestic violence 
and sexual assault programs, and facilitated by coordination efforts of statewide coalitions, many 
states are now moving toward the development of centralized statewide data systems to capture 
client and service information on victims of both domestic and sexual violence. Nine data 
collection systems were identified that maintain information at the state level on each client 
served. In addition, nine states indicated that they are in the process of developing statewide 
client-based systems. 

The information maintained in client-based systems is collected by staff from clients who request 
services from the program. In most systems, information is collected from hotline calls as well as 
from programs providing face-to-face services to victims. The data for most of these systems are 
obtained through a client intake process utilizing standard client or intake forms. Some of the 
newer systems involve direct computer entry at each local program. 

One of the issues in considering client-based data systems as a source of information on the 
incidence of domestic andor sexual violence is being able to clearly identify the client 
population. Thus, data systems should have the capacity to identify primary victims (as opposed 
to children or significant others who are also receiving services), new clients or incidents (as 
opposed to multiple contacts with the service provider related to a single incident), the type of 
abuse (especially in those systems which collect information on both domestic violence and 
sexual assault), and the time period during which the incident occurred (for example, whether a 
rape victim is calling about an incident that occurred recently or five years ago). 

0 

It should be noted that the capability of these systems to identify clients may vary depending 
upon which reporting source is considered. Many of these systems employ separate reporting 
procedures for hotline or crisis calls, for example, which provide less information than for other 
types of sources. In addition, crisis data may be more incomplete than those from other sources, 
since progams place a priority on service provision rather than data collection in these types of 
cases. 

Service Provider Systems: Summary-Based 

Many states utilize statewide summary systems to collect information from service providers. 
These systems, like the client-based systems previously discussed, have been implemented for 
the purpose of providing information to funding sources. Thus these summary-based service 
provider systems tend to focus on the number ol’clients and services provided. Because of the 
limited nature and purposes of these systems, rarely does information summarized at the state 
level appear to provide an indicator of the frequcncy of incidents or offenses. This is primarily 
due to the lack o f  information available in these sqstems for identifying clients. Thus, while some 
of the daia from these summary systems may pi ,)vide useful estimates of the incidence of 
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domestic violence in a state (such as the number of new victims), the available information from 
such systems is of limited utility. 0 
Summary 

Each of the three types of data collection systems examined here has advantages and 
disadvantages. The two approaches that yeld the most complete data on domestic violence and 
sexual assault are the specialized incident-based data collection systems and the service provider 
incident-based systems. The former systems are based on official reports to police, and are 
therefore limited to the extent that domestic violence and sexual assault incidents are not 
reported to the police. Service provider incident-based systems provide information on all clients 
who receive services, regardless of whether and when an incident has occurred. In order to be 
useful for estimating the incidence of domestic violence, these systems must allow for the 
identification of a primary victim, and for individuals who receive services on more than one 
occasion for the same incident. Regardless of which system is implemented, it should provide 
detailed information on the victim, the offender, and the characteristics of the incident. 

i 

NIBRS provides the most promise for comparing incident rates across states. NIBRS has the 
advantage of allowing for standard definitions of domestic violence and sexual assault based on 
offense and relationship codes. States can also add codes to identify domestic violence cases, and 
codes for their unique state statutes. Since NIBRS is a general crime reporting system, however, 
it does not provide as much detailed infomiarion on domestic violence and sexual assault 
incidents as do specialized or service provider systems. Nevertheless, states which implement 
incident-based crime reporting systems such as NIBRS may find that it is no longer necessary nor 
desirable to maintain specialized data collection systems for domestic violence or sexual assault. 

0 

STATE CASE STUDIES 

Iowa’s Incident-Based Crime Rep0rtin.g System 

Conversion from summary to incident-based reporting (IBR) in Iowa was completed January 1, 
1991. Iowa was the fifth state to be accepted as a certified “reporting state” of incident-based 
crime data to NIBRS. Iowa incorporated its incident-based domestic violence data and hatehias 
crime data as part of the new IBR systeni. homing all crime data in one computerized system. 
Including domestic violence data collection ;IS part of the new IBR system was relatively 
straightforward, since the existing domestic \ iolence data collection was already incident-based, 
and since the data elements included in rht. ncw IBR system were compatible ith those 
collected in the previous incident-based ciomcstic violence system. 

One of the issues associated with the sv ircli to incident-based reporting in Iomia was the resulting 
decrease in reporting on the part of local IXA enforcement agencies. In the final year of the 
summary-based system, all 225 eligible .Igencies in the state reported crime fiyures directly to the 
Department of Public Safety. In 1991, t l i c  fii st full year of reporting under the new IBR system, 
only 6 I % o f  proportion eligible agencie- : cported data. In 1996, at the end of i!s sixth year of e 
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operation, 185 departments, or about 80% of eligible agencies, were direct contributors to the 
state. Some of the current non-reporters are among the largest departments in Iowa: Cedar 
Rapids, the state’s second-largest city, and Council Bluffs, the sixth-largest, are among them. 

@ 

The most frequently reported reasons for non-reporting to the state IBR system were lack of 
compatible software and lack of data entry personnel. Other reasons given for not participating 
included lack of compatible hardware and having no computer system appropriate for UCR 
participation. 

Connecticut’s Family Violence Reporting Pro.qam 

Connecticut’s Family Violence Reporting Program was instituted in 1986. Completion of a 
family violence offense report is required for each family violence incident regardless of whether 
or not an arrest occurs. The data form completed by law enforcement agencies collects 
information on the date and time of the offense; the nature of the offense; number and type of 
weapons involved; seriousness of injury; whether or not alcohol or drugs were involved; whether 
or not there was a prior court order; the victim-offender relationship; and whether children were 
present or involved. 

Connecticut’s law enforcement agencies are currently in the process of converting from 
summary-based crime reporting to incident based reporting (NTBRS). Approximately 30 of 
Connecticut’s 99 law enforcement agencies are currently collecting NTBRS data. The data 
components of the Family Violence Reporting Program are being incorporated into the N B R S  
reporting program. Connecticut will continue to collect data using the current reporting program 
until NIBRS becomes operational statewide. 

a 
One of the advantages of specialized data collection systems is their ability to collect more 
detailed information on domestic violence than can be collected under more general crime 
reporting systems. One of the main advantages of Connecticut’s Family Reporting Program is its 
ability to provide consistent data on family violence over a long period of time, allowing 
researchers and policymakers access to information on long-term trends in domestic violence in 
their state. I 

Illinois’ InfoNet System 

The Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority’s (ICJIA) InfoNet is a new system designed 
to collect victim data statewide. The InfoNet is a tool to automate the required victim and service 
information that is reported by ICJIA-funded sen  ice agencies. This tool also allows each service 
provider to easily collect a variety of case level information including the victim’s circumstances, 
the court proceedings, and the services provided to the victim, and to create reports for other 
funding agencies. All of the information recorded by the service providers i s  kept confidential 
using a unique identifier for each client. 

ICJIA staff has worked closely with the state’s domestic violence and sexual assault coalitions to 
create data encry screens which were customized to local programs’ needs. [lata entry using the * 
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0 InfoNet software began at local domestic violence agencies in October 1997 and at sexual 
assault service provider agencies in July 1998. The InfoNet will allow the coalitions to answer 
questions about the amount and nature of victim services provided by their member agencies. 

The InfoNet database was designed to link a program’s entire structure in order to both record 
and calculate a variety of administrative and service information. The relational database 
includes infomiation on victims and offenders, program staff, volunteers, and financial 
information. Data entry for the InfoNet system is completed at the reporting agency’s site. Staff 
from lCJIA created the manual to guide the agencies as they set up the software and security 
systems of the InfoNet. ICJIA staff also held user group meetings to train and pilot the InfoNet 
system. Throughout the pilot and training process ICJIA compiled the opinions and reactions of 
users. The results from individual agencies have been overwhelmingly positive despite the 
difficulties of learning this new and complex automated system of data collection. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the assessment of current state efforts and the case studies of three different state 
systems, the following are recommendations for the states with regard to domestic violence and 
sexual assault data collections systems: 

States should implement incident-based reporting systems which use offense and 
relationship codes that are compatible with the National Incident-Based Crime 
Reporting System (NTBRS). 

0 States should move toward implementing incident-based service provider domestic 
violence and sexual assault data collection systems. 

States should develop guidance and implement training on how to identify and report 
cases of domestic violence and sexual assault. 

States, with assistance from the federal government, should develop initiatives to 
analyze and validate domestic violence and sexual assault data being collected by 
statewide incident-based systems. 

States, with assistance from the federal government, should begin developing linkages 
among the various state data systems that collect information relevant to domestic 
violence and sexual assault incidents. 

xi 
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BACKGROUND AND METHODOLOGY 

The Violence Against Women Act of 1994 specified that a study be conducted on “how the 
States may collect centralized data bases on the incidence of sexual and domestic violence 
offenses within a State.” The National Institute of Justice (NIJ) asked the Justice Research and 
Statistics Association (JRSA) to undertake a study of domestic and sexual violence incident data 
collection by the states. In response to this request, JRSA convened a panel of experts 
representing backgrounds in criminal justice statistics, law enforcement, and victim services to 
provide comments and suggestions regarding domestic and sexual violence data collection. In 

I 

I 
addition, JRSA surveyed state Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) directors to determine how these 
data were collected in their states. The findings of this study were published in July 1996 in an 
NIJ Research Report entitled Domestic and Sexual Violence Data Collection. The current study 
expands on the findings of our previous effort by conducting a more in-depth assessment of 
states’ efforts to collect domestic violence and sexual assault data. 

The first step in the current study was to update the survey of SAC directors which provided the 
information included in the 1996 report. Changes in data collection procedures were noted, and 
the SAC directors were asked to provide the names of contacts in their states who could provide 
additional information on the states’ databases. The contacts provided were most often the SAC 
directors themselves or contacts in the state’s Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) office. 

In order to collect more detailed information about the data collection systems in the states, we 
interviewed by phone the contacts provided by the SACS. These systems were limited to law 
enforcement-based systems and specialized domestic violence and sexual assault systems. 
Contacts in all 50 states and four additional jurisdictions (Washington, D.C., Northern Manana 
Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands) were interviewed to verify the status of their 
systems, to identify any newly developed systems, and to collect additional information on the 
systems identified. If the contact person could not provide the required itiformation, that person 
was asked for additional names of individuals who would be knowledgeable about the systems. 
These individuals were then contacted. Appendix B lists the names of all of the individuals 
contacted during the course of the study. 

Copies of data collection forms or content descriptions of automated systems were requested of 
the individuals who were contacted regarding the data collection systems. Forms and other 
system documentation were recei\.ed from most of the states contacted. This material was 
reviewed and used in conjunction with the interview information to develop the system 
descriptions and classifications discussed in the study. Appendix C includes copies of all of the 
data collection forms and system description information received from 1 he states. 

As information was being collected, the decision was made to expand thc scope of the data 
collection to include service provider-hased data collection systems. In some states, contacts for 
the other systems provided us with information regarding service providL>r systems. However, in 
order to be sure that we had obtairieci comprehensive information on all L.iich systems in the 
country. we obtained lists of the contacts for the domestic violence and xxual assault coalitions 
in each state. We then contacted e<icIi coalition in each state and asked t I I m  about the existence @ 
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in their state of domestic violence or sexual assault data collection systems in which service 
providers collected information regarding victims receiving services. Again, contacts were asked 
for some basic information regarding any identified systems, and were asked to forward copies of 
data collection forms or system descriptions. Appendix B also lists the individuals who were 
contacted from the coalitions. 

0 

All of the above-referenced contacts with the states were carried out in late 1997 and early 1998. 
Follow-ups were conducted to obtain data collection forms where they had been promised but 
not received. These follow-ups were generally completed by the summer of 1998. Thus the 
information presented in this report is accurate for that time period, but does not reflect changes 
and additional systems that were put in place after the middle of 1998, with the exception of the 
states’ status with regard to NIBRS certification, which is accurate as of August 1999. 

i 

Early in the project, a meeting of nine SAC representatives was convened to identify and discuss 
the issues associated with statewide domestic violence and sexual assault data collection. The 
nine SAC representatives (Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Iowa, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, New York, and Wisconsin) presented overviews of the data collection systems in their 
states. The group reviewed the various issues associated with the collection of data from 
summary and incident-based systems, including how best to collect the data and assure their 
accuracy. The g o u p  confirmed the utility of the classification of state data collection systems 
ultimately used in the study, and discussed the advantages of a fully developed incident-based 
reporting system such as the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI’s) National Incident-Based 
Reporting System (NIBRS) or a state’s own incident-based reporting (IBR) system for the 
collection of domestic violence and sexual assault data. 

a 
Finally, three state SACs were selected to conduct more in-depth studies of the data collection 
systems in their states. Each was selected to serve as an example of a specific type of data 
collection system: (1) Iowa (an incident-based crime reporting system); (2) Connecticut (a 
specialized incident-based domestic violence data collection system); and (3) Illinois (a service 
provider data collection system). The SACs conducted interviews and surveys of data providers 
and users in order to provide a history and description of the data collection system, and 
information regarding how the data are collected and used. 

This report is divided into three major sections. The first section presents the findings of the 
results o f  our analysis of state systems for collecting and reporting domestic violence and sexual 
assault data. The second section presents the findings of the state Statistical Analysis Center 
studies o f  the data collection systems in their states: Iowa’s incident-based crime reporting 
system, (‘onnecticut’s specialized domestic violence data collection system, and Illinois’ service 
provider information system. The final section of the report presents recommendations to the 
states for improving the collection of domestic violence and sexual assault data. 
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SECTION I. DATA COLLECTION SYSTEMS 
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OVERVIEW OF STATE DATA COLLECTION SYSTEMS a 
In our classification of state domestic violence and sexual assault data coilection systems, we 
have used as a baseline the FBI’s summary-based UCR program. We have not included state 
systems which report summary data to UCR as part of our assessment, since these systems 
provide limited data on domestic violence and sexual assault. Rather, we have included only 
those data collection systems which provide more detailed data on domestic violence and sexual 
assault than can be obtained from the national summary system. Crime reporting to the FBI’s 
UCR program under NIBRS is included in our study. i 
The systems reported here are divided into two basic types, depeqding on the source of the data: 
(1) law enforcement databases, which collect data on offenses reported to or arrests by local law 
enforcement agencies; and (2) service provider databases, which collect data on clients served by 
local domestic violence and sexual assault programs. A total of 34 states have some type of law 
enforcement data collection system for domestic violence, and 14 have this type of system for 
sexual assault data. The other main category of state data collection systems examined here are 
those which collect data on numbers of clients served from local domestic violence and sexual 
assault service provider programs, including domestic violence shelters, rape crisis centers, non- 
residential domestic violence and sexual assault programs, and hotlines. A total of 16 states 
collect statewide domestic violence data from service providers, while 17 states maintain 
statewide systems for collecting sexual assault data from service providers. The service provider 
systems are further subdivided into incident-based systems (6 for domestic violence and 8 for 
sexual assault data) and summary systems (1 0 for domestic violence and 9 for sexual assault 
data). 

@ 

Table 1 provides a summary of the states’ domestic violence and sexual assault data collection 
systems according to the classification scheme outlined above. States which currently operate the 
system under consideration are marked by the symbol “X,” while states which are developing or 
plan to develop the system are marked by the symbol “x. ” 

The first three columns of the table provide each state’s status with regard to NIBRS. Since 
NBRS represents the possibility of national-level reporting of detailed domestic violence and 
sexual assault data, it is discussed extensively in the section on statewide incident-based crime 
reporting systems. The remaining columns of the table indicate which states have domestic 
violence and sexual assault data collection systems for each of the remaining categories 
discussed above. 

Definitional Issues 

One of the difficulties in developing estimates of the incidence of domestic violence from state 
and local data collection systems is the lack of standardized definitions of domestic and family 
violence. hfost states define domestic violence i n  their state statutes. while others define it 
specifically for data collection purposes. State dcfinitions vary accci ding to which offenses are 
specified, and which relationships are included. About half of the slates have specific domestic 0 
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Table 1. Statewide Domestic and Sexual Violence Data Collection Systems 
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violence battery offenses, which may be misdemeanors or felonies.' The remaining states 
classify domestic violence offenses according to the nature of the offense, most commonly 
simple or misdemeanor-level assaults. 

0 

Table A in Appendix A illustrates variations in offense criteria that are used by the states, and 
which result in a case being counted a domestic violence case. The table lists 29 states which 
collect relatively detailed information on domestic violence offenses. The table shows the variety 
of offenses that are specified in the states' statutes or database definitions of domestic violence. 
For example, only 7 of the 29 states specifically identify property offenses, including destruction 
of property and vandalism, in their definitions of domestic violence. Similarly, 9 states specify 
sexual offenses, such as sexual assault, as part of their criteria for identifying domestic violence 
cases. 

Table B in Appendix A shows the relationship criteria specified by the same 29 states. Again, 
wide variation in the definitions is apparent. For example, while almost all states include 
spouses, ex-spouses, household members, and those who have a child in common as 
relationships that define domestic violence, only 10 states include other intimate relationships, 
such as boyfriend/girlfriend, in their definitions of domestic violence. 

As noted above, these criteria determine which cases are identified in databases as being 
domestic in nature. This makes comparing domestic violence cases across states where 
definitions vary difficult, since a case that might be included in one state would be excluded in 
another. These definitional issues should be considered in the ensuing discussions regarding the 
various state data collection systems. 

Confidentiality Issues 

Another concern that underlies the development of domestic violence and sexual assault data 
collection systems is the issue of the confidentiality of the data collected. To maintain the safety 
of clients and to provide the best services possible, it is important that the identity of clients 
remain confidential, along with any information they may provide. This is especially relevant for 
service provider data collection systems, which use client referrals for service as their basic 
source of information. Moreover, as states and localities see the benefits of sharing information 
among various agencies, the issue of how to maintain clients' confidentiality will become even 
more challenging. 

0 '  Miller, Neal, Domestic Violcviw Legislation Afecting Police and Pro \wiltor Responsibilities in the Unitd States. 
Infer-cwces from a 50-State ROI w i i '  ofStnte Statutoiy Codes. Instihilr for Law and Justice, September, 1997 
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LAW ENFORCEMENT INCIDENT-BASED 
CRIME REPORTING SYSTEMS 

Statewide incident-based crime reporting (IBR) systems involve the collection and maintenance 
at the state level of standardized information on each incident of crime reported by law 
enforcement agencies throughout the state. An incident is typically defined as a single event, 
independent of the number of offenders, victims, or subsequent charges. Law enforcement 
officers responding to an incident usually complete a standard, pre-coded incident reporting form 
which includes information on the victim(s), offender(s), offense(s) and charge(s), property 
involved, andor arrest(s). The amount of information pre-coded on the form, as contrasted with 
the amount left as free text, varies from state to state. 

As noted previously, 12 states were identified that currently capture either domestic violence or 
sexual violence data statewide via an incident-based crime system. These 12 state systems can be 
categorized as one of two major types: NIBRS-compatible systems and state IBR systems. The 
characteristics of each of these types will be discussed in turn. 

NIBRS-Compatible IBR Systems 

The National Incident-Based Reporting System has been proposed as the new uniform crime 
reporting system for the country. NIBRS is an incident-based reporting system through which 
data are collected on each single crime occurrence. NIBRS collects data on each single incident 
and arrest within 22 offense categories made up of 46 specific crimes called Group A offenses. 
Facts about each crime are collected for each of the offenses coming to the attention of law 
enforcement. In addition to the Group A offenses, there are 11 Group B offense categories for 
which only arrest data are reported. The FBI has published standards for the submission of 
statewide incident-based crime information to NIBRS. States which meet the standard are 
certified by the FBI to submit data regardless of the number or percentage of local law 
enforcement agencies reporting data to the state. Since NIBRS has the potential to provide a great 
deal more information regarding domestic violence and sexual assault than the summary-based 
UCR system, the current study collected information on the status of NIBRS implementation in 
the states, summarized in Table 1. 

0 

A total of 46 of the 54 states and territories surveyed indicated that they have implemented, or are 
working toward or planning to meet, the NIBRS data collection standards. For purposes of this 
study, only those states which estimated that the vast majority of crime in the state is reported 
through the state IBR system are considered to have “statewide” NIBRS-compatible data 
collection systems. This definition resulted in seven states being classified as NIBRS states: 
Delaware, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, North Dakota, South Carolina, and Vermont. These states are not 
all currently certified NIBRS states by the FBI (Delaware and Kansas are currently being tested 
for certification; the other five states are certified). An additional 12 states (Colorado, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Michigan, Nebraska, Ohio, Tennessee, Texas, Utah. Virginia, West 
Virginia and Wisconsin) are certified NIBRS states by the FBI, but are not classified as having 
statewide systems in Table 1, since most of the crime in the state is not covered under the IBR 0 
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system (for example, Virginia has been NIBRS-certified by the FBI, but as of August 1998, only 
about 19% of the crime in the state is currently covered by law enforcement agencies reporting to 0 
the NIBRS system). I 

As the summary data presented in Table 1 suggest, there is considerable variation among the 
states in terms of their progress toward development of NIBRS-compatible crime reporting 
systems and the degree to which those which do have such systems have been successful in 
getting local law enforcement agencies to report their crime data to the system. These issues are 
examined in greater detail in a later section of this report. 

NIBRS provides significant enhancements over the summary UCR system for reporting and 
analyzing domestic violence and sexual assault. First, NIBRS expands the number of crimes for 
which offenses reported to the police are tracked. Under the current summary UCR system, 
offenses reported to the police are reported for only the most serious crimes (known as Part I 
crimes). Under NIBRS, offenses reported are tracked for all Group A offenses. Of greatest 
importance is the inclusion of the additional assault offense categories of simple assault and 
intimidation, which will facilitate the study of domestic violence, and the inclusion of the 
additional sex offense categories of forcible sodomy, sexual assault with an object, and forcible 
fondling, which will enhance the study of sexual violence. 

In addition to an expanded offense list, N B R S  includes an extensive list of codes for identifying 
the relationship between the victim and offender in every violent incident (see Table 2). These 
codes include relationships within the family (such as spouse, common-law spouse, and sibling), 
and outside the family (such as acquaintance, ex-spouse, and boy/girlfhend). Since the current 
UCR is summary-based, no information regarding relationships is available (except for 
homicides, for which the Supplemental Homicide Reporting form collects information on each 
incident). The inclusion of this information for all violent offenses provides the ability to identify 
offenses in which the offender and victim are related, thus providing the capability for identifjmg 
domestic violence offenses. Moreover, the extensive range of relationship codes in NIBRS 
allows for the identification of cases based on differing definitions of domestic violence (e.g., 
violence between spouses or ex-spouses). 

0 

There are, however, two potential drawbacks to the use of NIBRS to identify domestic violence 
cases. A comparison of the relationship codes shown in Table 2 with the possible various 
relationship criteria used in the states, as depicted in Table B in Appendix A, shows that NIBRS 
is missing several possible relationship codes that could be relevant in domestic violence cases. 
For example, while NIBRS includes former spouses as a relationship, it omits other former 
intimate relationships, such as boyfriendgirlfriend, from its list. This omission may result in 
many domestic-related cases not being identified as such in NLBRS-compatible data collection 
systems. States can add their own additional relationship codes to their NIBRS systems, but these 
will not be reported when the data are examined at the national level. 

As noted previously, NIBRS includes 11 Group B crimes for which only arrests, and not 
offenses, are reported. These include several offenses which, as can be seen from Table A in 
Appendix A, are considered by some states to be domestic in nature, including “nonviolent 0 
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family offenses,” “trespassing,” and “disorderly conduct.” Thus some domestic-related offenses 
which do not result in an arrest will not be included in NIBRS-compatible data collection 
systems. 

@ 
In addition to providing the ability to identify most domestic violence offenses, the NBRS 
offense codes also allow for the analysis of sexual violence information. Under NIBRS, it will be 
possible to determine the extent to which perpetrators were known to victims, were friends, 
acquaintances or neighbors of victims, or were family members of victims. 

State IncidentlBased Crime Reporting Systems 

As Table 1 shows, five states in addition to those which are NIBRS-compatible maintain 
incident-based crime reporting systems. Two states (Alabama and Montana) and the District of 
Columbia report domestic violence and sexual assault data through their state IBR systems. Two 

Table 2. Relationship Codes in NlBRS 

Within the Family: 
Victim was: 

Spouse 
Common-law spouse 
Parent 
Sibling 
Child 
Grandparent 
Grandchild 
In-law 
S tep-parent 
S tep-child 
Step-sibling 
Other familv member 

Outside Familv But Known to Victim: 
Victim was: 

Acquaintance 
Friend 
Neighbor 
Babysittee (baby) 
Boyfriendlgirlfriend 
Ex-spouse 
Employer 
Employee 
Homosexual relationship 
Victim was otherwise known 

additional states, Nebraska and Oregon, maintain special IBR systems that require further 
explanation. Both states have systems which consist of abbreviated information on incidents 
provided in the form of entries on a logging form.* Nebraska’s IBR system collects data on 
forcible rape only, and so cannot provide any more detailed information on sexual assault 
incidents than would be available from a summary-based system. The state does identify 
domestic-related assaults with a special code, however, so it is shown in Table 1 as an IBR 

’ Nebraska has a certified NIBRS system which includes only part of the crime in the state, and is  therefore not 
included as a “statewide” incident-hased crime reporting system for purposes of this study. The statewide IBR 
system for Nebraska that IS  depicted in Table 1 and discussed in this section is based on the logging form, and is not 
the state’s NIBRS system. 
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system providing data on domestic violence only. Oregon’s system captures crimes reported to 
the police for both Part I and Part I1 UCR offenses, and is therefore capable of providing more 
sexual assault information than a summary-based system. Since Oregon’s ‘system is not capable 
of identifying domestic violence offenses, it is classified in Table 1 as providing sexual assault 
data only. 

Variations in Data Collection Practices 

In addition to the data systems maintained by Nebraska and Oregon, there are some other notable 
variations in data collection practices among the 12 states with incident-based crime reporting 
systems. These include the following: , 

0 Information from Delaware’s IBR system is converted to meet both NIBRS and 
current UCR reporting specifications. In January of 1998, law enforcement officers 
began to use information on domestic violence incidents. The domestic incident 
report contains information concerning prior abuse-related activity, protection orders, 
prior system contacts, and a risk assessment. 

0 North Dakota’s NIBRS system covers approximately 80% of reported crime. To 
complete statewide data collection on domestic and sexual violence, grant funds from 
the S-T.0.P (Services-Training.0fficer.s-Prosecutors) Violence Against Women 
Formula Grants Program are being used to complete NTBRS coding on violent 
offenses at non-participating agencies. 

0 The Vermont system is totally automated and uses no standardized forms. Officers 
enter relevant information directly into the system via computer terminals. 

0 Montana has several agencies which do not submit data in the NIBRS format. 
Various local automation systems are being utilized as well as some hard copy 
submissions. The data are converted by the state as best as possible to provide 
compatibility and complete the statewide system. 

Characteristics of Incident-Based Crime Reporting Systems 

Table 3 summarizes the characteristics of the 12 IBR systems. Some of the key components of 
the systems are discussed below. 
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Table 3. Statewide Incident-Based Crime Reporting; Systems 0 
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0 Domestic Violence Indicators and Offense Codes 

There are four methods by which domestic violence cases can be identified in the 12 IBR 
systems: relationship and offense codes, flags, specific offense codes, and specific crime statutes. 
The seven NIBRS-compatible systems can identify domestic violence cases using NIBRS 
relationship and offense codes. While states may vary in their individual definitions of what 
constitutes a domestic violence offense, comparable estimates across these seven states could be 
obtained using a standard definition compatible with NIBRS relationship and offense codes. Of 
the five non-NIBRS systems, two (Alabama and the District of Columbia) use relationship and 
offense codes to identify domestic violence cases. 

Several of the NIBRS states (Delaware, Iowa, Kansas, and Vermont) and two of the states with 
state IBR systems (the District of Columbia and Nebraska) flag domestic violence cases when 
they are reported to the system. In most states a special line or box is included on the incident- 
based reporting form which the responding officer checks to indicate that the incident meets the 
appropriate criteria for reporting a domestic violence incident. In most states these criteria 
involve statutory definitions of domestic ~ i o l e n c e . ~  

Montana uses a specific UCR offense code for domestic assault that can be used to identify 
domestic violence cases. Two of the NIBRYIBR states (Vermont and the District of Columbia) 
have specific statutes related to domestic violence which are coded on the data reporting form. 

Information Available 

Table 3 shows the information available from the systems regarding the victim, the offender, and 
other information about the incident. The seven NIBRS-compatible systems, along with the 
Alabama and D.C. systems, all collect similar information. Two of the state IBR systems 
(Nebraska and Oregon) appear to be primarily logging systems for type of offense and, as a 
result, can provide little information other than counts of incidents by offense type. Montana’s 
system, once it is converted to meet NlBRS specifications, will collect the same types of data as 
the other NIBRS-compatible systems. The characteristics shown in Table 3 for Montana refer to 
the reporting capabilities of the state’s IBR system in its current form. 

Victim and Offender Characteristics 

The age or date of birth, racelethicity, and gender of victims and offenders are consistently 
captured by the NIBRS-compatible systems and the state IBR systems in Alabama, the District of 
Columbia, and Montana. The only variation is the lack of ethnicity coding in the Alabama 
system. Oregon only captures the victim’s gender in its incident-based UCR system. The 
relationship between the victim and the offender is captured in all systems except those of 

~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~~~ 

31n Delaware, a separate incident form is completed in domestic violence cases meeting criteria indicated through 
special instructions from the Attorney General. When the information from these forms is merged with remaining 
state data, a flag is included for domestic violence cases. 
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Montana, Nebraska and Oregon. The variations in coding of relationships was noted above in 
the discussion of domestic violence indicators. * 

Other In  formation 

Several factors related to the offense are also typically captured by statewide IBR systems: 

0 Type of offense involved - this is included in all systems, although the categories used 
vary. These variations were examined above in the discussion of the identification of 
domestic violence offenses. 

Type of weapon involved - this factor is captured by all NIBRS systems and by 
systems in Alabama, the District of Columbia, and Nebraska. Both Alabama and 
Nebraska, however, utilize less specific weapon codes than those used in NIBRS. 

Injury to the victim - all NIBRS systems collect information about the type of injury 
to the victim. The District of Columbia’s system captures injury in a similar manner, 
while Alabama’s system records only treatment for an injury, but not the type of 
injury. 

0 Other variables - additional factors related to domestic violence are captured in four 
of the statewide systems. The presence of a child during the incident is recorded in 
both the Iowa and Kansas systems. Whether referrals were made to service providers 
is captured in Delaware and Iowa’s systems. Finally, whether a victim had a 
protection order at the time of the incident is documented in Delaware and the District 
of Columbia’s systems. 

Documents Produced 

Ten of the 12 states with IBR systems produce documents which focus on or include information 
on domestic or sexual violence. Nine states produce statistics in these areas as part of their state 
annual crime reports. North Dakota does not include this information in an annual crime report, 
but produces a special report focusing on domestic and sexual violence. In addition to including 
this information in their annual crime reports, Delaware and Alabama produce special domestic 
violence reports. Vermont, whose NTBRS system only recently became statewide, intends to 
begin producing reports in the near future. 

Discussion of Incident-Based Crime Reporting Systems 

Advantages 

Incident-based crime reporting systems offer the potential for more in-depth analysis of crime 
data than is possible with summary-based systems. Incident-based information available at the 
state level allows for the examination of more specific types of crime, the reorganization of data 
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to address more specific questions at the state level and across jurisdictions within the state, and 
the ability to explore complex relationships between multiple offenders and victims. 

Under IBR systems such as NIBRS, states are better able to study the extent and nature of both 
domestic violence and sexual violence. The ability to connect victims and offenders through the 
use of extensive relationship codes, along with an expansion of the offenses for which crimes 
reported to the police are captured, allows states to explore the nature of domestic and sexual 
violence incidents reported to the police. The ability to select incidents of this specific nature for 
further study is available only with an incident-based system. 

In addition, the use of standardized relationship and offense codes in NlBRS creates the potential 
for conducting comparisons between states based on similar criteria. Although the definitions 
and coding practices of individual states with regard to domestic violence and sexual assault 
offenses may vary, cross-state comparisons may still yield valuable information regarding the 
nature of these crimes. The addition of state-specific codes, statutes, and flags to NlBRS- 
compatible systems provides for both in-state and cross-state comparability, as well as providing 
data to analyze differences in definitions. 

Finally, the collection of incident-based data at the state level provides the potential for merging 
this information with data from other sources to produce a more comprehensive assessment of 
domestic and sexual violence in the state. Many states indicated that crime information is 
subsequently merged with court or corrections files to provide an even more in-depth look at 0 specific issues of interest. 

Concerns 

While incident-based systems are providing a wealth of information and possibilities for analysis 
at the state level, they have also added a level of complexity throughout the state which many are 
struggling to overcome. Many states are having difficulty in bringing all agencies on line with a 
standard system, providing adequate training to get consistent data collection, and obtaining all 
information requested in a timely fashion. These difficulties have the potential to negate the 
benefits of these systems. 

Since incident-based systems collect data on all major crimes reported to the police, they do not 
provide detailed information about specific types of offenses, such as domestic or sexual 
violence. As a result, incident-based crime reporting systems are not as useful as specialized data 
collection systems for examining specific questions about the circumstances surrounding 
domestic violence or sexual violence incidents. 

While the incident-based system allows for a greater wealth of information than summary-based 
systems, the complexity of the system, with multiple offenses, victims, and offenders, makes 
analysis more complicated. For example, 30 sexual assault incidents may yield 50 victim-to- 
offender relationships, which makes the interpretation and explanation of the data more difficult. 
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As noted previously, incident-based systems that use only the NIBRS offense and relationship 
codes may miss some domestic violence cases that fill outside of these codes, such as 
relationships between former boyfriends and girlfriends. Thus, these systems may be defining 
domestic violence more narrowly than is usually the case. 

0 

Finally, as with any law enforcement reporting system, agencies can only report the offenses of 
which they are aware. These systems, therefore, suffer from the weakness of any crime reporting 
system in underestimating the incidence of domestic violence and sexual violence to the extent 
that these crimes are underreported by victims. / 

I 

SPECIALIZED DOMESTIC AND SEXUAL VIOLENCE 
DATA COLLECTION SYSTEMS: INCIDENT-BASED 

As shown in Table 1, 14 states (Connecticut, Georgia, Illinois, Maryland, Michigan, Nevada, 
New Jersey, New York, Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Texas, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and 
Wyoming) were identified that collect statewide information on domestic violence incidents 
using specialized incident-based data collection forms. Two of these states, Rhode Island and 
Wisconsin, also collect incident-based information on sexual assault - Rhode Island with the 
same form and Wisconsin with a separate form. Table 4 summarizes the characteristics of these 
specialized systems. 

Incident-based data collection forms and activities are of two general types. For eight of the 15 
systems (Connecticut, Georgia, Nevada, New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, Texas, and 
Wisconsin4 ), officers complete a standardized form for every incident involving domestic 
violence or sexual violence, as applicable. These are typically very comprehensive forms that 
provide detailed information about each incident. In the remaining seven systems (Illinois, 
Maryland, Michigan, Oklahoma, West Virginia, Wyoming, and Wisconsin’), information is 
logged onto a multiline form on which each line represents one incident. As would be expected, 
information captured by these latter systems is typically less comprehensive than that maintained 
by the eight states which use detailed forms to track incidents. 

The data collection procedures and systems in several states represent notable variations from 
those typical of specialized reporting systems. These data collection practices are as follows: 

Connecticut requires local law enforcement agencies to submit domestic violence 
incident forms to the state system only when an arrest is made. Under Connecticut 
statutes, arrest is mandatory in domestic violence cases. 

Wisconsin’s domestic violence form. 

@ 5 Wisconsin’s sexual violence form. 
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Georgia’s system involves the submission of incident forms monthly. These are 
followed by the submission of clearance forms, as applicable. 

Approximately 50% of reported crime in Michigan is reported via a certified NIBRS 
system. Local law enforcement agencies not submitting NlBRS data must complete a 
supplemental domestic violence report: Domestic violence data from the two systems are 
summarized separately and added together for reporting purposes. 

Oklahoma’s domestic violence logging form captures only date, time, and type of offense. 

Nevada’s central repository accepts not only completed forms, but other paperwork with 
the required information highlighted. Coding is completed centrally, as necessary. 

Rhode Island’s form is used for both domestic and sexual violence cases. Originally 
developed for domestic violence in 1988, it was revised in 1996 to cover sexual violence 
incidents as well. 

Characteristics of Incident-Based Specialized Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault 
Systems 

Table 4 summarizes the key characteristics of the incident-based specialized domestic and sexual 
violence data collection systems. 

Defining Domestic Violence 

While the data collected by specialized incident-based forms are similar to those collected by the 
statewide incident-based crime reporting systems, law enforcement officers in states with the 
former systems only provide information for incidents which have been classified as involving 
domestic violence andor  sexual violence. The determination by the officer or other agency 
personnel as to whether any given incident constitutes domestic violence or sexual assault is thus 
critical to a case’s inclusion or exclusion from the data collection system. 

In most of the states with these data collection systems, statutory definitions of domestic violence 
or sex crimes are used to determine the types of cases to be included in the system. In two states 
(Maryland and New York), domestic violence is defined by instructions on the incident form 
itself, without referral to statutory language. Michigan appears to have no standard statutory 
definition or instructions for how cases are to be identified as domestic violence or sexual 
assault. 
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Table 4. Specialized Incident-Based Reporting Systems e 
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Information Available 

Specialized domestic violence and sexual violence forms generally capture more information 
specifically related to these offenses than the NIBRS/IBR systems. Table 4 summarizes the 
specific information available in each state’s system. 

Victim and Offender Characteristics 

As with the NIBRS/IBR systems, most specialized forms capture victim and offender 
characteristics. All states’ specialized incident-based forms collect information on the age and 
gender of the victim and offender except Oklahoma’s. Most forms also capture the race of both 
victim and offender. 

Victim/Offender Relationship 

While all forms except Oklahoma’s include information on the relationship between the victim 
and offender, there is considerable variation among the states in the specific categories used to 
characterize the relationship. Several states use categories very similar to those used in NIBRS, 
but include additional categories such as “child-in-common.” Other states employ categories that 
reflect the relationships specified in their state statutes as defining domestic violence; for 
example, “dating relationship,” “co-habitant,” or “former co-habitant.” Two states (New Jersey 
and Rhode Island) include a separate data element to reflect living arrangement (in same 
household, for example) independent of relationship. 0 

Offense-Related In formation 

All forms recorded some offense-related information, although variations in coding schemes 
were again evident. Offense codes used by states include NIBRS and UCR codes, state statutes, 
lists of offenses reflecting the state domestic violence definition, and lists of specific abusive 
behaviors (for example, biting and kicking). Agencies can either fill in the appropriate offense 
code or check one of a list of possible items. 

Most states also capture weapon and injury information. Only Oklahoma does not record 
weapon use and Oklahoma and West Virginia do not capture victim injury. In general, codes 
found for weapon and injury on these forms have fewer categories than those used in NIBRS- 
compatible systems. 

Other In formation 

The eight states which use single incident forms are more likely to include additional factors 
related to the incident than those states which log multiple incidents on the same form. Among 
the factors included by those eight states were: 

specific circumstances surrounding the incident (for example, nature of the dispute or 
type of behavior involved); 
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0 alcohol or drug involvement; 
0 presence of children; 
0 

0 prior abuse history; 
0 

whether or not an arrest was made; 

whether a protection order was in effect. 

Documents Produced 

Most states with specialized incident-based reporting systems summarize the data collected by 
the system in published reports. Eleven states include domestic violence sections in their annual 
state crime reports, while three produce special reports on domestic violence. Of the two states 
collecting sexual violence information, Rhode Island includes the information in its annual crime 
report while Wisconsin produces a special report. 

Discussion of Specialized Incident-Based Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault Data 
Collection Systems 

Advantages 

Specialized incident-based systems provide greater analytic capability than summary-based 
systems. The advantages of incident-based data discussed previously for crime reporting 
incident-based systems like NLBRS also apply to these state systems. In addition, since these 
systems include only domestic violence and sexual assault incidents, they are likely to contain 
more data elements of direct relevance to these offenses. They therefore provide the potential for 
more detailed analysis of the factors related to domestic violence and sexual assault. This 
specificity also applies to the data elements and coding schemes used in the data collection 
systems. For example, the specific coding of the relationship between the victim and the offender 
to correspond with state definitions may be extremely useful for the state’s study of its domestic 
violence policies and issues. However, the same categories would not be particularly instructive 
in the analysis of other types of crime. 

0 

Concerns 

One of the drawbacks of this type of data collection system relates to concerns about its 
comprehensiveness in capturing domestic violence and sexual assault incidents. The decision 
regarding whether or not to report a given incident to the system is left to the discretion of the 
local law enforcement agency. The need for interpretations of what may be vague state 
definitions, the use of discretion based on the nature of the offense, and the disincentive 
associated with completing additional paperwork are all factors which may work to exclude some 
incidents from being reported to the system. 

The fact that these specialized systems include specific elements and coding based on state 
definitions suggests that attempting to compare the data across states would be problematic. The 
opportunity afforded by NTBRS-compatible state systems to select cases based on standardized @ 
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relationship and offense codes would not be as easily available in attempting comparisons 
across states with specialized systems. 0 
Finally, state incident-based crime reporting systems also provide rich data on domestic violence 
and sexual assault incidents. As states move toward developing NIBRS-compatible crime 
reporting systems, there will be fewer states that are willing to maintain specialized domestic 
violence and sexual assault systems as well. Thus the types of specialized systems discussed here 
may be phased out in years to come as states move toward incident-based crime reporting. 

SPECIALIZED DOMESTIC AND SEXUAL VIOLENCE 
DATA COLLECTION SYSTEMS: SUMMARY-BASED 

Summary-based domestic violence and sexual assault reporting systems are used in nine states 
(California, Florida, Maine, Missouri, Ohio, Oregon, Puerto Rico, Tennessee, and Washington) 
to capture the frequency of domestic violence incidents in each jurisdiction. As part of its 
summary UCR system, Florida also captures enhanced sexual violence information. 

In general, summary domestic violence and sexual assault specialized data collection systems 
collect data in the same manner as summary UCR systems. In fact, in three states (Florida, 
Maine, and Missouri) relevant domestic violence and/or sexual violence data are captured on the 
same UCR form required for all crime reporting. In Washington, while the information is 
captured on a separate form, it  is submitted to the state with the UCR forms. 

0 

Each agency is required to submit summary reports on domestic violence incidents to a central 
agency. Reports are typically submitted monthly, although some states have quarterly reporting. 
Each agency is responsible for summarizing the required information for all incidents reported in 
its jurisdiction. At the state level, the information is again summarized across all jurisdictions. 
Notable variations in the methods by which states collect summary domestic violence and sexual 
assault data via specialized systems are as follows: 

California’s law enforcement agencies report domestic violence-related calls for 
assistance. Information is also collected from other “jurisdictions,” such as Parks and 
Recreation, school districts, and railroads. 

Florida’s UCR form captures information on four types of sexual violence as well as 
domestic violence, making it the only system which provides both domestic violence and 
enhanced sexual violence information. 

Characteristics of Specialized Summary Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault Data 

I 

I 

Collection Systems 
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Table 5 summarizes the characteristics of the nine domestic violence and one sexual assault 0 summary data collection systems. 

Defining Domestic Violence 

As with the prior systems discussed, state definitions of domestic violence determine which cases 
are reported to the state system. As Table 5 shows, most of the summary systems use statutory 
definitions to make this determination. 

Information Available 

Summary reporting forms typically provide less information on domestic violence and sexual 
assault incidents than incident-based forms. In general, little more is reported than the frequency 
of calls for service or incidents, with specifications for offense type or relationship. The Florida 
UCR system provides the frequency of offenses reported, clearances, adult'juvenile arrests, and 
weapon involvement for four sexual violence offenses. 

Table 5 shows the information available under each state's system. Unlike the incident-based 
systems, which can produce data to analyze relationships between factors, these systems are 
capable of reporting only the total number of incidents falling under each category. Only five of 
the nine forms capture victim or offender characteristics or victidoffender relationship. Six of 
the nine forms specify the type of offense involved in the domestic violence incidents. 

Documents Produced 
0 

Of the nine states with summary domestic violence reporting, six include this information in their 
state annual crime reports. Florida also includes its enhanced sexual violence information in its 
annual crime report. Florida and Puerto Rico include their summary domestic violence 
information in a separate report on domestic violence. 

Discussion of Summary-Based Specialized Reporting Systems 

Advantages 

Specialized summary systems on domestic and/or sexual violence provide basic information on 
the extent and perhaps seriousness of the domestic or sexual violence problems reported to law 
enforcement. Counts for different categories of offenses, and various victim and offender 
characteristics, are also available from many of these systems. Thus these systems do provide 
basic information on the incidence of domestic violence or sexual assault as reported to law 
enforcement. 
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Table 5. Specialized Summary Reporting Systems 
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Concerns e 
These summary-based systems provide little information beyond numbers of incidents. 
Compared with other types of systems examined here, these systems allow for no further 
reorganization or analysis of the data at the state level. At the same time, systems which require 
counts across multiple categories of multiple factors (relationship by injury, for example) are 
likely to be cumbersome to complete unless factors are already automated. For these more 
complex summary forms, the submission of incident-based information might be easier for many 
local agencies. 

As noted with the other systems, the identification of relevant cases may be of concern with 
summary forms. Such concerns are compounded by the use of summary forms since the 
determination of which cases to include in the local summary counts may actually be made by 
clerks or other office staff responsible for completing the reporting forms, as opposed to officers 
who have responded to the incident. Not only must the officer interpret and document 
information relevant to determining whether to report the incident, but another individual must 
interpret the offense definition and apply that definition to the information presented in the 
incident report. 

SERVICE PROVIDER SYSTEMS - CLIENT-BASED 

Spurred by the reporting requirements of federal and state agencies which fund domestic violence 
and sexual assault programs, and by coordination activities through statewide coalitions, many 
states are now moving toward the development of centralized statewide data systems to capture 
client and service information on victims of both domestic and sexual violence. As noted 
previously, these data collection systems can be divided into those which collect information on 
each client (comparable to incident-based law enforcement systems), and those which collect 
summary information. Table 1 shows that nine data collection systems were identified that 
maintain information at the state level on each client served. In addition, nine states indicated 
that they are in the process of developing statewide client-based systems. The newer client-based 
systems are designed to capture standard statewide client and service data directly through 
automated systems at the programs or facilities, while providing local programs with the 
capability of completing the reports needed to meet the requirements of multiple granting 
sources. While the data collection activities in many states place emphasis on capturing 
information on services provided, many record information on the victims, offenders, and 
characteristics of incidents of domestic and sexual violence that is as extensive as that 
maintained by incident-based law enforcement systems. 

The information maintained in client-based systems is collected by staff from clients who request 
services from the program. In most systems, information is collected from hotline calls as well as 
from programs providing face-to-face services to victims. The data for most of these systems are 
obtained through a client intake process utilizing standard client or intake forms. Some of the @ 
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newer systems (Alabama, Illinois, and New Hampshire) involve direct computer entry at each 
local program. In the remaining states intake forms are either submitted to a central agency for 
automation, automated at each local program, or both. The central agenciks are usually state 
agencies or domestic violence and/or sexual assault coalitions or other similar organizations. 

Characteristics of Client-Based Service Provider Systems 

Table 6 summarizes the characteristics of the nine client-based service provider systems.6 Of the 
nine systems identified, one (Alabama) focuses solely on domestic abuse victims, five (Alaska, 
Illinois, New Hampshire, Oklahoma, and m o d e  Island) include both domestic and sexual abuse, 
and three (the District of Columbia, Massachusetts, and Washington) focus solely on sexual 
assault victims. In these systems, information on self-referred victims is obtained from hotline 
calls, non-residential programs, domestic violence shelters and service provider programs, and 
rape crisis centers. Table 6 shows which sources are used for each state’s system. 
Notable characteristics of the various state systems include the following: 

1 

0 Alabama’s system collects only basic information on victims who call the crisis line and 
those who receive non-residential services. More extensive data on the incident and 
perpetrator are collected only for those clients admitted to a shelter. 

0 Alaska’s system has been operating since 1985 and reporting is mandated statewide. This 
is Alaska’s only source for domestic violence and sexual assault information, and the 
system captures a great deal of information. 

0 Illinois’ system just became operational in 1998. Automated reporting of information 
from. programs to the states via the Internet will begin next year. 

0 New Hampshire’s new automated system is primarily geared to capturing information on 
clients and services as needed to satisfy granting sources. Little information is available 
on the offender and offense. 

0 Oklahoma’s system is operated by the Department of Mental Health and focuses on the 
provision of services. The system covers a variety of problems, including domestic 
violence and sexual assault victimization. The nature of the specific problem is not 
collected unless the client is admitted to a facility. Because the system covers so many 
problems, little information specific to domestic violence or sexual assault is available. 

The list of information available includes primarily data elements chosen for comparison with the other systems 
described in this report. Client-based systems are likely to include additional data elements regarding clients and the 
services thev receive which are not documented in the table 
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Table 6. Service Provider Client-Based Systems 
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Rhode Island’s system collects information from a newly developed hotline for all 
victims of crime. It includes information on victims, offenders, ahd offenses. Rhode 
Island is currently developing another automated system to support its victim service 
programs. 

The District of Columbia’s system consists of data collected from its rape crisis center. 

Massachusetts has collected sexual abuse information since 1986 in summary format and 
has only recently converted to a statewide client-based system. The system is incident- 
based, rather than client-based. 

Information Available 

Identifiing Clients 

One of the issues in considering client-based data systems as a source of information on the 
incidence of domestic andor sexual violence is being able to clearly identify the client 
population. Thus data systems should have the capacity to identify primary victims (as opposed 
to children or significant others), new clients or incidents (as opposed to multiple contacts with 
the service provider related to a single incident), the type of abuse (especially in those systems 
which collect information on both domestic violence and sexual assault), and the time period 
during which the incident occurred (for example, whether a rape victim is calling about an 
incident that occurred within the last year or five years ago). 

0 
Table 6 summarizes the capabilities of the nine state systems with regard to identifying clients. 
All systems except one allow for the ability to indicate whether a report is for a new client or 
incident or represents additional services related to an incident already reported. All but one also 
allow service providers to identify a primary victim along with others (such as children) who may 
be receiving services. Most of the systems provide some categorization of the type of abuse that 
occurred. In the case of systems that collect both domestic violence and sexual assault 
information, this may simply be an indicator of which of the two types of violence the victim 
suffered. In the other systems, the notation under this factor in Table 6 indicates whether specific 
information regarding the nature of the incident is recorded. Of the nine systems, six identify the 
specific type of abuse that occurred. Finally, the table shows whether the systems can identify 
when the incident occurred, with at least the ability to identify incidents that occurred during the 
last year. Six of the nine systems have this capability. 

It should be noted that the capability of these systems to identify clients may vary depending 
upon which reporting source is considered. Many of these systems employ separate reporting 
procedures for hotline or crisis calls, for example, which provide less information than for other 
types of sources. In addition, crisis data may be more incomplete than that from other sources, 
since programs place a priority on service provision rather than data collection in these types of 

@ cases. 
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Victim, Offender and Incident In formation 

All systems capture some basic information about the client. Six of the nihe systems (Alabama, 
Alaska, Rhode Island, the District of Columbia, Illinois, and Massachusetts) capture information 
similar to that described for the law enforcement systems, including victim and offender 
characteristics (age, race, gender), as well as information on the nature and/or circumstances 
surrounding the incident (for example, weapon use). As would be expected, however, coding 
schemes for this information vary from state to state. 

Five of the nine systems capture information as to whether the relevant incident was reported to 
the police. This information could be valuable in statewide attempts to estimate the incidence of 
domestic or sexual violence through comparison or combination with other information systems 
based on police reporting. 

Documents Produced 

In general, client-based systems have only recently been developed and have not yet focused on 
publishing reports concerned with the incidence of domestic assault or sexual abuse. Most 
systems are currently focused on providing grantors with required information on the numbers of 
clients being served and the types of services provided. The exception is Alaska, which publishes 
the data from its service provider system in an annual report. 

- 
Discussion of Incident-Based Service Provider Systems 

Service provider systems have the potential to address the failure of law enforcement systems to 
collect data on many domestic violence and sexual assault incidents. To the extent that victims 
are more likely to call crisis hotlines or seek services than to contact the police, service provider 
systems should be more comprehensive in scope than law enforcement systems. However, these 
systems suffer from a similar coverage problem: not all victims seek services, and some victims 
who report incidents to police do not seek services. Therefore, not all victims would necessarily 
be identified under a service provider system. Moreover, it is not possible to accurately assess the 
degree of overlap between law enforcement and service provider systems. Determining the 
overlap between these two systems would be necessary in order to gain a comprehensive picture 
of the incidence of domestic violence and sexual assault. 

Since these systems report information on all clients who receive services, they do not have the 
same definitional problems as law enforcement systems. A similar problem for these systems, 
however, is the definition of a client. Overcounting in such systems (at least in relation to how 
law enforcement systems count cases) can occur when the same client receives services on 
multiple occasions for the same incident, or when a female victim and her children all receive 
services, and all are counted. Thus those systems which allow these circumstances to be 
identified are most useful for obtaining statewide estimates of the incidence of domestic violence 
or sexual assault. 
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Finally, service provider systems vary widely in the amount of information they collect. Some 
systems collect detailed data on only a small subset of the clients who receive services. This 
makes comparing information across states which use such systems a difficult task. 

a 

Domestic Violence 

Mississippi 
Missouri 
Nevada 
New Jersey 
Utah 

SERVICE PROVIDER SYSTEMS - SUMMARY-BASED 

Both Domestic Violence 
Sexual Assault And Sexual Assault 

Alabama Connecticut 
Louisiana Iowa* 
Maine Nebraska* 
Pennsylvania North Dakota 

West Virginia 

Many states utilize statewide summary systems to collect information from service providers on 
hotline calls, clients receiving services from non-residential domestic violence and other victims 
programs, domestic violence shelters, and rape crisis centers. These systems, like the client- 
based systems previously discussed, have been implemented for the purpose of providing 
information to funding sources. Thus these summary-based service provider systems tend to 
focus on the number of clients and services provided. 

Table 7 shows which states collect summary-based service provider data. In all of these systems, 
client or service information is submitted in summary form from programs or facilities to a 
central agency. Because of the limited nature and purposes of these systems, rarely does 
information summarized at the state level appear to provide an indicator of the frequency of 
incidents or offenses. This is primarily due to the lack of information available in these systems 
for identifying clients. As noted in the discussion of incident-based service provider systems, 
adequate incidence information would require the ability to identify clients who are primary 
victims, first time clients, the type of abuse, and the recency of the offense. Because of the 
aggregate nature of information from these summary systems, these data elements are not 
available. Thus, while some of the data from these summary systems may provide useful 
estimates of the incidence of domestic violence in a state (such as the number of new victims), 
the available information from such systems is of limited utility. 

0 

Table 7. States with Summary-Based Service Provider Data Collection Systems 

KENTUCKY’S CENTRAL REGISTER 
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One additional state system is worth mentioning because of its unique nature. The state of 
Kentucky collects adult abuse information, including information on spouse abuse, in a system 
operated by its Department of Social Services (DSS). The Kentucky Adukt Protective Services 
Central Register, implemented in 1976 and automated in 1986, was designed to provide a central 
statewide information system on reported cases of adult abuse, self-neglect, neglect by caretaker, 
exploitation, and spouse abuse. With reports submitted from multiple sources, this system 
combines the benefits of both the specialized incident-based law enforcement forms and victim 
service provider client-based forms. This is the only state system identified that combines 
information from multiple sources into a single case-based system. 

0 

Because reports are mandated from “any person who has reasonable cause to suspect that an 
incident has occurred,” this central register is initiated by reports not only from law enforcement, 
but from victim service providers, hospitals, relatives, friends, and the victims themselves. Law 
enforcement officers in the state complete a special domestic violence incident form which is 
forwarded to the DSS. Other reports are more likely to be initiated by phone or office visits. 

Information captured in the DSS database includes victim characteristics (age, race/ethnicity, 
gender, marital status, living arrangement, and victidoffender relationship), offender 
characteristics (age, gender, and race/ethnicity), reporting source, investigation findings, service 
needs and referrals, and legal action. While the abuse is categorized as adult abuse or spouse 
abuse, no additional information on the nature of the abuse is contained on the form. 

As the major source for statewide information on adult and spouse abuse in Kentucky, this 
information is utilized for management reporting and to identify trends. Data are also available 
to be used for research. The information is published annually in a special report from DSS and 
portions are included in Kentucky’s annual crime report. 

SUMMARY 

Each type of data collection system examined here has advantages and disadvantages. The two 
approaches that yield the most complete data on domestic violence and sexual assault are the 
specialized incident-based data collection systems and the service provider incident-based 
systems. The former systems are based on official reports to police, and are therefore limited in 
their scope to the extent that domestic violence and sexual assault incidents are not reported to 
the police. Service provider incident-based systems provide information on all clients who 
receive services, regardless of whether and when an incident has occurred. In 
addition, these systems must allow for the identification of a primary victim and for individuals 
who recekfe services on more than one occasion for the same incident. Regardless of which 
system is implemented, it should provide detailed information on the victim, the offender and the 
characteristics of the incident. 

i 
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NIBRS provides the most promise for comparing incident rates across states. NIBRS has the 
advantage of allowing for standard definitions of domestic violence and sexual assault based on 
offense and relationship codes. States can also add codes to identify domdstic violence cases, and 
codes for their unique state statutes. Since NIBRS is a general crime reporting system, however, 
it  does not provide as much detailed information on domestic violence and sexual assault 
incidents as do specialized or service provider systems. Moreover, NIBRS is missing at least one 
important relationship code, and includes several domestic-related offense categories only when 
an arrest occurs. Despite these limitations, states that implement incident-based crime reporting 
systems such as NIBRS may find that it is no longer necessary nor desirable to maintain 
specialized data collection systems for domestic violence or sexual assault. This may be 
especially true if states add additional variables and codes to the NIBRS system that will allow 
them to collect additional data on domestic violence offenses. 

0 

Many states have had difficulty in implementing NIBRS. States which have implemented the 
system have difficulty in obtaining the cooperation of local law enforcement agencies, especially 
large ones, in reporting data to the system. Thus the conversion to NTBRS may result in an 
apparent drop in the number of domestic violence and sexual assault incidents caused by fewer 
agencies reporting data to the system, not to an actual decrease in incidents. For this reason, 
obtaining national estimates of domestic violence and sexual assault based on NIBRS will 
remain difficult for the foreseeable future. 

One issue common to all of the law enforcement data collection systems is the need for 
consistency in how cases are reported to the system by local law enforcement agencies. States 
need to provide training on an ongoing basis to ensure that all local agencies are using the same 
criteria to report incidents to the system. 

e 
Once domestic violence and sexual assault databases are firmly established, states should 
consider linking their law enforcement and service provider databases to other data collection 
systems. including courts, corrections, and social service agencies. Information on case 
dispositions and services provided in non-criminal justice settings would considerably enhance 
states’ ability to conduct meaningful analyses of domestic violence and sexual assault incidents. 
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SECTION 11. STATE CASE STUDIES 

31 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



BACKGROUND AND METHODOLOGY 

In order to give states more detailed information about the various types of domestic violence 
and sexual assault data collection systems, JRSA arranged for the SACs in three states to conduct 
in-depth studies of the data collection systems in their states. The three state SACs and their 
corresponding data systems were: ( 1 ) Iowa, which studied its NIBRS-compatible incident-based 
crime reporting system; (2) Connecticut, which examined its Family Violence Reporting 
Program, a specialized domestic violence data collection system; and (3) Illinois, which studied 
its new automated system for collecting domestic violence and sexual assault service provider 
data. i 
Iowa was one of the first states to convert to NIBRS and become certified to submit NIBRS data 
to the FBI. The vast majority of the state’s localities report NIBRS data. In addition, Iowa had a 
domestic violence data collection system in place when it implemented NIBRS, and supplements 
its NIBRS data collection with additional variables related to domestic violence. These factors 
make the state a good choice for examining a NIBRS system. 

Connecticut’s Family Violence Reporting Program is one of the oldest in the country. 
Connecticut has been collecting specialized domestic violence data since 1986, and the 
continuity of the system has produced a great deal of policy-relevant data. The Connecticut 
system was chosen for detailed study because of these characteristics. 

Illinois’ automated service provider information system is new, and represents the “state of the 
art” in collecting data from service providers. Since service provider information systems are 
relatively new to the states, it seemed important to examine the issues related to the development 
and implementation of such a system. For these reasons, Illinois was selected to represent a state 
collecting service provider data. 

Each of the three SACs used the same basic methodology to collect information on its system. 
Each SAC conducted interviews with knowledgeable individuals who provided information 
about how the data systems were developed and implemented, and how they functioned. The 
SACs also surveyed data providers (law enforcement agencies in Iowa and Connecticut; 
domestic violence and sexual assault programs in Illinois) to determine how the information was 
collected and used at the local level. The results of these interviews and surveys were compiled 
in reports which were submitted to JRSA. These reports were edited for inclusion in this 
document. More detailed information regarding these three systems is available from the SACs 
which conducted the studies. 

As noted previously, states define domestic violence in different ways, and some of these 
definitions are more narrow than others. The data collection systems in the three states discussed 
here are limited by their definitions of domestic violence and sexual assault. State 
decisionmakers need to consider how the systems described here might fit with the definitions of 
domestic violence and sexual assault used in their states. 
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IOWA’S INCIDENT-BASED CRIME REPORTING SYSTEM 

I History of the Uniform Crime Reporting Program in Iowa 

In 1974, the Iowa General Assembly enacted a provision of the Code of Iowa requiring law 
enforcement agencies to submit reports of crime and arrests to the Department of Public Safety’s 
(DPS) Bureau of Criminal Investigation. On January 1, 1975, the Iowa Uniform Crime Reporting 
program was implemented, with forms being sent to 2 10 local law enforcement agencies around 
the state. The forms used were provided by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), since most 
contributing agencies had previously submitted data directly to the FBI. Monthly reports were 
received from 209 agencies throughout 1975 and 1976. From 1977 to 1990, the number of 
agencies submitting reports slowly grew, reaching a total of 225 in 1990. With very few 
exceptions, the reporting agencies submitted data for every month from 1977 to 1990. 

1 

This summary-based system was used in Iowa until implementation of the National Incident 
Based Reporting System (NIBRS). Conversion to incident-based reporting (IBR) in Iowa was 
completed January 1, 1991 .’ Iowa was the fifth state to be accepted as a certified “reporting 
state” of incident-based crime data to the national system. 

Planning for IBR in Iowa began in 1986, with the impetus coming from the federal government. 
State and local officials saw the utility of an incident-based system, and the Department of 
Justice was providing funds for states to develop incident-based systems compatible with 
NIBRS. A statewide steering committee was formed which included representatives from 
sheriffs’ offices and police departments varying in size and region of the state. Having had 
experience working in and with local law enforcement agencies, steering committee members 
and DPS were aware that some incentives had to be provided to encourage participation in a new 
system which would require more work at the local level. The incentives were provided in the 
form of new incident, arrest, and supplementary reporting forms which could be used by local 
agencies in their daily operations. 

The draft designs of the forms were taken to five regional meetings. Changes were made to the 
forms based-on the feedback received in the meetings. A check box format was adopted that 
included a fairly large number of elements in an effort to reduce the need for lengthy narrative. 

Forms were initially provided to departments at no cost. Use of these forms permitted small 
departments in particular to report data to DPS and obtain summaries back for local 
consumption. Many smaller departments had no other vehicle for the development of local 
reports, and their participation enabled DPS to provide a service to the local agencies. Although 
there was never any requirement to use the forms, some departments began using the first draft 
forms as soon as their existence became known, and usage became much more widespread after 
thc forms were finalized. 

’ As is the case with states that have converted to NIBRS, incident-based reporting now forms the basis of Iowa’s 
L~nitorm Crime Reporting (UCR) system. However, since the term “Uniforni Crime Reporting system’’ is used in this 
revort to refer to the summary-based data system used throughout the country. the term “incident-based reporting 
sykrcrn” will be used to refer to Iowa‘s system. 
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0 Local departments can report data to Iowa’s IBR system in one of three basic ways. Those that 
have in-house computer systems capable of reporting data do so electronically. Other 
departments either report online through the IOWA system or dial into the system via telephone. 
Finally, some smaller agencies continue to report manually on data submission forms. 

Domestic Violence Data Reporting in Iowa 

Under Chapter 236 of the Code of Iowa, the Department of Public Safety is also charged with the 
responsibility of collecting information on incidents of domestic abuse. DPS began collecting 
domestic abuse data on July 1, 1985, assuming a function previously performed by the Iowa 
Department of Human Services (DHS). The transfer to DPS was due to legislative action which 
stemmed from dissatisfaction with domestic violence reporting to DHS; local law enforcement 
agencies simply weren’t reporting incidents of domestic violence. After data collection 
responsibility was transferred to DPS (to whom the local agencies already reported crime data), 
the number of reported domestic violence incidents increased dramatically, fkom 3,501 incidents 
in 1986 to 6,199 in 1990. It is the opinion of observers in the Department of Public Safety that 
these increases were due both to better reporting and actual increases in domestic violence. 

With the implementation of incident-based reporting in 1991 , the Department incorporated 
incident-based domestic violence data and hatehias crime data as part of the new system, 
housing all crime data in one computerized system. Including domestic violence data collection 
as part of the new IBR system was relatively straightforward, since the existing domestic 
violence data collection was already incident-based. None of the decisionmakers involved in the 
transition supported maintaining domestic violence data outside of the new incident-based 
system. 

The data elements included in the new IBR system were compatible with those collected in the 
previous incident-based domestic violence system, resulting in comparable data. Both systems 
involved check-off boxes to simplify completion of forms. The IBR system does include 
demographic data pertaining to victims and offenders; this information was not part of the old 
system. The data elements collected on domestic violence cases under the IBR system include the 
following: 

reporting agency 
day, date, and time of occurrence 
name, sex, race, ethnicity, address, and age of victim 
name, sex, race, ethnicity, address, and age of offender 
relationship of victim and offender 
type of injury 
presence of children at the time of abuse 
identity of person reporting abuse 
weapons used 
referrals made 
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0 alcohol/drug involvement 
0 arrests made 

‘ 0  offender present at scene upon police arrival 

Sexual Assault Data Reporting in Iowa , 

Data on sexual assault in Iowa are collected in the same manner as domestic violence data as part 
of the incident-based system. Sexual assault data collection has been part of Iowa’s UCR system 
since it originated in 1975. Most of the data elements collected for domestic violence are also 
collected for sexual assault, with the exception of the following: 

0 referrals made 
0 

0 

0 

presence of children at time of abuse 
identity of person reporting abuse 
name, address, and date of birth of offender and victim. 

Issues Associated with Implementation of the IBR System 

Loss of Reporting Agencies and Data 

One decision made by the steering committee during the implementation of the IBR system was 
to avoid parallel data collection systems. Under the rationale that there is little incentive for 
agencies to use a new system if a comfortable old system exists, the committee opted to 
discontinue Iowa’s old summary-based UCR system on December 3 1, 1990, and begin the new 
system the following day. Representatives from the DPS report that there was never any thought 
of operating dual systems and that they do not regret having made the transition in this manner. 

At the same time, DPS representatives also admit that moving to a system which required more 
work on the part of local law enforcement agencies led to a decrease in reporting. In the final 
year of the summary-based system, all 225 eligible agencies in the state reported crime figures 
directly to the Department. In 1991, the first full year of reporting under the new IBR system, 
only 6 1 YO of eligible agencies reported data. This proportion increased to 72% the next year and 
78% in 1994. In 1996, at the end of its sixth year of operation, 185 departments, or about 80% of 
eligible agencies, were direct contributors to the state. Some of the current non-reporters are 
among the largest departments in Iowa: Cedar Rapids, the state’s second-largest city, and Council 
Bluffs, the sixth-largest, are among them. 

The impact of this loss of reporting agencies can be seen in the change in the number of reported 
domestic violence incidents under the new IBR system. In 1090, under the old system and with 
all agencies reporting, there were 6,199 reported domestic violence incidents. In 1991, the first 
year of the new IBR system, there were only 2,986 incidents While reported incidents under the 
new system increased steadily after 1991 it was not until I905 that reports under the new system 
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reached the level they were during the last year under the old system. Reports of sexual assault 
also showed this same drop from 1990 to 1991. 0 
Reasons for Non-Reporting 

When questioned about the reasons that local agencies do not participate in Iowa’s incident- 
based reporting program, DPS personnel report that either the lack of compatible software or 
insufficient personnel typically are responsible for non-participation. These observations were 
supported by the findings of a survey of local law enforcement agencies. The 25 non-reporters 
who responded to the survey cited lack of compatible software and lack of data entry personnel 
as the two most common reasons for non-reporting. Other reasons given for not participating 
included lack of compatible hardware and having no computer system appropriate for UCR 
participation. Only two respondents, both sheriffs, mentioned any philosophical disagreement 
with the incident-based reporting system. 

/ 

i 

It is interesting to note that slightly over half the non-reporters (13 of 25 agencies) indicated that 
they did not collect any domestic violence data at all. The remaining agencies collected data 
through manual systems (6 agencies), automated systems (5 agencies), or a combination of the 
two (1 agency). 

Variations in Reporting Domestic Violence Cases 

One of the questions addressed by the survey of local law enforcement agencies is the degree to 
which reporting criteria for domestic violence cases vary among agencies. If policies pertaining 
to reporting domestic violence are not uniform from one agency to another, even agencies which 
strive to be complete in their reporting will report results different from other agencies with 
similar domestic violence problems but different policies. To address this issue, law 
enforcement agencies were asked the following question: “In your agency, what information is 
considered sufficient to make a determination of domestic violence (i.e., what minimum 
threshold must be met before a case can be defined as domestic violence)?” The responses of the 
156 agencies which answered this question are shown in Table 8. As the table shows, there is 
substantial variation in the number and combinations of factors which departments consider 
sufficient for filing a domestic violence case. For example, responding to a domestic disturbance 
in which there is only the victim’s statement regarding what occurred would result in a domestic 
violence case being reporting in some agencies, but not others. 

0 

Another factor thought to influence domestic violence reporting is the individual actually making 
the final determination of domestic violence for purposes of reporting to the state system. Thus 
survey respondents were asked, “Who makes the final determination of domestic violence for 
purposes of UCR reporting?” Again, there was considerable variation among the 13 1 agencies 
who responded to this question (see Table 9). Although the investigating officer made this 
determination in most agencies, UCR clerks or officers also received frequent mention, along 
with a variety of other individuals. These differences in who makes the determination of whether 
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Table 8. Factors Required for Determining a Domestic Violence Case 

Individual Number Percent 
Investigating Officer 84 64.1 % 
UCR Clerk or Officer 38 29.0% 
Officer Supervisor 16 12.2% 

County Attorney 1 0.8% 
Chief or Sheriff 1 0.8% 
Report Review Sergeant 1 0.8% 
Total respondents 131 

Data Entry Personnel 7 5.3% 
Records Section Supervisor. 2 1.5% 

an incident is classified as domestic violence are another potential source of variation in 
reporting cases to the statewide system. 

Table 9. Individuals Responsible for Identifying Domestic Violence Cases 

Uses of Domestic Violence Data 

One of the other questions the survey addressed was how incident-based data on domestic 
violence were used by law enforcement agencies. The responses to this question are shown i n  
Table 10. The most conimon use of domestic violence data by police agencies was for rcports 
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and presentations: to boards, the community, coalitions, other criminal justice agencies, and the 
media. Fewer than one in four departments indicated that they used the data for planning or 
deploying personnel. Almost one in four departments reported that they did not use the data at 
all. In an additional question which asked why departments did not use the state-reported 
domestic violence data, most responded that there was no need to use the data, although many 
indicated that their departments collected their, own data which were used for various purposes.* 

0 

Table 10. Law Enforcement Uses of Domestic Violence Data 

e 

Data Use 
Councilhoard reports 
Presentations to the community 
Reports to coalitions 
Reports to other CJ agencies 
Reports to the media 
Grant applications 
Planning 
Deploying personnel 
General statistics 
Don’t have DV data to use 
Don’t use the data 
Total Resuondents 

Number 1 Percent 
76 
63 
59 
53 
51 
38 
36 
31 

1 
2 

35 
156 

48.7% 
40.4% 
37.8% 
34.0% 
32.7% 
24.4% 
23.1% 
19.9% 
0.6% 
1.3% 

22.4% 

w. Percentages add up to more than 100% due to multiple responses. 

Service providers were also asked about their use of domestic violence data. The first question 
asked providers to indicate the source of the domestic violence data they used. The responses of 
the 37 agencies who answered this question are shown in Table 11. Statewide data and local data 
from the state incident-based system were the most commonly used. Many programs reported 
using their own data as well. Only two programs reported that they did not use any domestic 
violence data. 

Service providers were also asked how they used domestic violence data. The responses to this 
question are shown in Table 12. The most common responses were “presentations to the 
community” and “grant applications.” About one in three programs reported using the data for 
planning purposes, and about 1 in 5 used the data for staffing. About 1 in 3 programs reported 
not using the IBR data at all. When questioned about their lack of use of the state IBR data, most 
programs reported that they generated and used their own domestic violence data. Four programs 
indicated that they did not use the data reported to the state because they had no confidence in the 
data. 

‘Departments were asked thc \ame questions regarding sexual assault data; the responses were similar to those 
reported for domestic violcticc data. 
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Table 11. Domestic Violence Data Used by Service Providers 

Data 
State-level UCR data from 

Data from own agency 
Local UCR data from DPS 
Local UCR data from local depts. 
Local non-UCR data from providers 
Local non-UCR data from police 
State corrections data 
Data from A.G.’s victim office 
Iowa Coalition Against Domestic 

National coalition data 
CFI data 
Don’t use any DV data 
Total Respondents 

Department of Public Safety (DPS) 

Violence data 

Number- 
21 

19 
15 
8 
8 
7 
6 
4 
3 

2 
1 
2 

37 

Percent 
56.8% 

5 1.4% 
40.5% 
21.6% 
21.6% 
18.9% 
16.2% 
10.8% 
8.1% 

5.4% 
2.7% 
5.4% 

Note. Percentages add up to more than 100% due to multiple responses. 
Six respondents did not answer this question. 

The other source of information about the uses of domestic violence and sexual assault data 
generated by Iowa’s IBR system comes from interviews with state and university analysts and 
legislative staff members. In general, the users were satisfied with the IBR data collected, and 
expressed particular satisfaction with the responsiveness of DPS to requests for infomiation. The 
concerns raised by the interviewees could best be classified as issues endemic to any system 
which generates domestic violence and sexual assault data from more general reporting of law 
enforcement agencies regarding offenses and arrests. For example, interviewees expressed 
concern about the accuracy of the IBR data, since many domestic violence and sexual assault 
incidents go unreported to the police. Several interviewees also noted their desire for additional 
types of data related to domestic violence and sexual assault that are not collected in a law 
enforcement-based system, such as information about protection order violations and case 
dispositions. 

Summary and Conclusions 

This study of Iowa’s incident-based reporting system as a source of data on domestic \ iolence 
and sexual assault incidents illustrates several issues typical of the implementation ant1 use of 
such systems. First, not all local law enforcement agencies will be willing or able to convert from 
an aggregate reporting to a more complex incident-based system. In implementing the new IBR 0 
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Table 12. Service Provider Uses of Domestic Violence Data 

Number 
22 
21 
13 
13 
12 

8 
8 
7 
1 
1 
1 

12 
37 

Data Use 
Presentations to the community 
Grant applications 
Councilhoard reports 
Planning 
Reports to coalitions 
Staffing 
Reports to other CJ officials 
Reports to the media 
For training 
For community awareness 
For comparative purposes 
Don’t use any UCR data 

Percent 
59.5% 
56.8% 
35.1% 
35.1% 
32.4% 
21.6% 
21.6% 
18.9% 
2.7% 
2.7% 
2.7% 

32.4% 
Total Respondents 
Note. Percentages add up to more than 100% due to multiple responses. 
Six respondents did not answer. 

reporting system, the IBR Steering Committee in Iowa wisely incorporated incentives for local 
a 

agencies to participate by providing reporting forms which would be allow those agencies to 
collect information which would they would find useful. Despite this, however, about 1 in 5 
eligible agencies still do not report data some seven years after the IBR system was implemented. 

The problem of non-participation appears to be resource-related. Especially in the case of 
NIBRS-compatible systems, which have specific reporting requirements, some departments do 
not have the computer software or hardware, or the appropriate personnel, to report to the system. 

Assuming that a state does not maintain dual systems, one aggregate and one incident-based, the 
result of this loss of reporting agencies will be a drop in the number of reported domestic 
violence and sexual assault incidents. Thus, the price paid by the conversion to incident-based 
reporting, and the subsequent loss of reporting agencies is the inability to track the number of 
domestic violence cases over an extended period o f  time. Iowa’s experience shows that even 
after a number of years, there would still be agencies which do not report data to the system. This 
means that even now i t  is impossible to obtain an accurate assessment of the incidence of 
domestic violence in 

It is possible to nutigate these effects to some extent throupli various analytical strategies, the most straightforward 
of which is to present the incident data in the form of rates. uqiiig the populations of the jurisdictions covered by only 
those agencies reporting t o  the data system. 

9 
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This issue, of course, is not specific to Iowa's implementation of B R ,  but rather is shared by 
those states attempting to implement NJBRS-compatible systems. These issues have been 
documented at the national level by the SEARCH Group in its report on NIBRS implementation 
for the Bureau of Justice Statistics." 

0 

Another issue related to incident-based crime reporting systems as a source of domestic violence 
and sexual assault data is variability in reporting practices among reporting agencies. The survey 
of Iowa's law enforcement agencies showed differences in the criteria used by agencies to report 
a domestic violence incident to the system, and variability in which individual was primarily 
responsible for making this determination. This inconsistency of reporting seems to be one of the 
factors that led some data users to report a lack of confidence in the accuracy and completeness 
of the domestic violence data in the system. 

This variability in reporting can be addressed to some degree through law enforcement training 
which specifically addresses domestic violence and sexual assault reporting. Standardized 
definitions and criteria for identifying incidents as domestic violence, along with guidance 
regarding who at the local level should make this determination, would result in more uniform 
reporting across the state. 

Despite these issues, IBR data appear to be a useful source for information on statewide domestic 
violence and sexual assault. Results of interviews and surveys of data users and data and service 
providers indicate that the IBR data are being widely used for a variety of purposes. State 
analysts, local law enforcement agencies, and service providers all report using the data 
generated by the IBR system. 

@ ' 

CONNECTICUT'S SPECIALIZED DATA COLLECTION SYSTEM 

History of the Family Violence Reporting Program 

In response to a number of federal and state reports and initiatives, as well as the urging of victim 
advocates, the Connecticut Office of Policy and Management contracted with St. Joseph's 
College in 1984 to conduct a study of family violence. Family VioZence in Connecticut: A 
Preliminary Stuclry of Official Reporting, Under Reporting and Incidence Rates, 1979-1984 was 
published in February 1985. The study included spouse and partner abuse, child abuse, and elder 
abuse in its definition of family violence (Connecticut continues to include this broad definition 
of family violence in its statutes, rather than the more specific spousal or partner violence). The 
most significant finding of the study was extreme underreporting, particularly foi spousal or 
partner abuse. The primary recommendation was the appointment of a task force to review data 
and develop more effective programs, legislation, and policies. 

l o  Bureau o f  Justice Statistics. Implementing the National Inc itlrnt-Based Reporting Systeni 1 Pwject Status 
Report, July 1907. 
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@ Governor William A. O'Neill appointed the Governor's Task Force on Family Violence in 
September 1985. Members represented private industry, the medical and /mental health 
communities, the academic community, law enforcement, the courts, the Connecticut State Labor 
Council, AFL-CIO, victim advocates, and the state agencies dealing with domestic violence, 
child abuse, and elder abuse. The task force's Final Report and Recommendations was published 
in January 1986, and included recommendations for landmark legislation which would change 
the way law enforcement and the judici?ry handle family violence cases, increase services for 
family violence victims, and increase public awareness of family violence as a crime. With 
regard to reporting issues, the task force found that underreporting of family violence incidents 
was a serious obstacle in dealing with abuse in Connecticut. 

Public Act Number 86-337, An Act Concerning Family Violence Prevention and Response, was 
passed during the 1986 legislative session and became law effective October 1, 1986. The 
legislation was comprehensive. Besides creating the reporting program, it  required mandatory, 
uniform arrest policies, next day court arraignment, a family violence intervention unit within the 
courts, an education program for offenders, a criminal protective order and training for judges, 
prosecutors, and police. The reporting requirements of the legislation included the following 
components: 

0 Completion of a family violence offense report was required for each family violence 
incident regardless of whether or not an arrest occurred; 

0 All family violence incidents which resulted in an arrest were to be reported to the 
Department of Public Safety (DPS), which would compile and report statistics regarding 
family violence crimes; 

0 DPS was responsible for developing a reporting form for family violence offenses to 
include name, relationship, gender, age, time and date of incident, whether children were 
involved or whether the alleged act of family violence was committed in the presence of 
children, type and extent of the alleged abuse, existence of substance abuse, number and 
types of weapons involved, existence of any prior court orders, and any other data that 
they decided would be necessary for a complete analysis of all circumstances leading to 
the arrest. 

The Family Violence Offense Report 

The Connecticul Department of Public Safety, Division of State Police, Crimes Analysis Unit 
created the Family Violence Offense Report. SPC-230-C in July 1986 to capture the legislatively 
mandated law enforcement data. The forms (in triplicate) are printed and distributed to all law 
enforcement agencies in the state. Each law enforcement officer in the state must fill out a 
reporting form (SP-230-C) when making a family violence arrest. The arrest must meet the 
definition of family member and be for an ol'fense which involves violence or the immediate 
threat of violence. One copy of the reportiny fomi is sent to the Crimes Analysis Unit (the same ' 
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unit which handles the Uniform Crime Reporting Program), and one copy is sent to the @ appropriate prosecutor. 

The form collects both case identification and incident information. Case identification 
information includes: 

0 

0 

0 

0 date of the report. 

name of the local police department; 
department case number for the arrest incident; 
arresting officer's name, rank and badge number; 

Data elements which identify or describe the incident or event include: 

town in which the offense took place; 
date and time of the offense; 
offense code for the most serious offense committed; 
number and type of weapons involved; 
seriousness of injury; 
whether or not alcohol or drugs were involved; 
whether or not there was a prior court order; 
whether children were present or involved. 

0 For each participant (victim, offender, or both), the name, sex, date of birth and the relationship 
to the victim is recorded. For the offense code, the officer must choose among homicide, assault, 
kidnapping, sexual assault, criminal mischief, risk of injury to a minor, breach of peace, 
disorderly conduct, or other. The four choices for weapon codes are 1) gun, 2) knife, 3) other 
dangerous, and 4) hands, fists, etc. For injury codes, the choices are serious, minor, or non- 
physical. The five relationship codes are: 1) spouse, 2) former spouse, 3) other family member 
(relative residing in home), 4) other relative (not residing in home) and 5) live-in or companion 
(living together, having lived together, never lived together but had a child in common). 
Involvement of alcohol or drugs and existence of a prior court order are yes/no choices, based 
upon the officer's knowledge. 

Connecticut's law enforcement agencies are currently in the process of converting from 
summary-based crime reporting to incident-based reporting (NIBRS). Approximately 30 of 
Connecticut's 99 law enforcement agencies are currently collecting NIBRS data. The data 
components of the Family Violence Reporting Program are being incorporated into the NIBRS 
reporting program. Connecticut will continue to collect data using the current reporting program 
until NIBRS becomes operational statewide. 

Processing of Data 

The Family Violence Offense Reports arrive at the Crimes Analysis Unit by mail. They go 
through a series of reviews and checks to insure the accuracy of the data before they are input 

0 
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into the database. The first review involves checking to see if the arrest box is checked “yes” or 
“no.” If no arrest was made, or the arrest is pending, the original report is sent back to the 
records department with a note asking to resubmit the same form after the arrest has been made. 
If an error or omission is found on the form, a copy is returned to the department for correction. 
A face sheet with a checklist of the most common errors has been developed for simplicity in 
requesting corrected data. Some of the more common errors are omission of birth date or 
relationship code, or recording risk of injury to a minor as an offense code, but not having a 
minor listed as a victim. Originals of incomplete or incorrect forms are held until the corrected 
copy is resubmitted by the appropriate department. If no correction has been submitted by the 
end of the year, a second request for the information is sent out. 

0 

A number of edits are done at the end of the year, particularly with homicides. Staff compare 
homicides listed in the Family Violence database with Uniform Crime Reports. Generally, there 
are more homicides reported under the UCR program because the Family Violence Reporting 
Program only produces an incident report when an arrest is made. Other edits performed include 
checking for accuracy when kidnapping or sexual assaults result in dual arrest, and the inclusion 
of children as victims if risk of injury to a minor is the offense. 

Data from the Family Violence Reporting Program are published in special section of the annual 
UCR Report, Crime in Connecticut. The Family Violence Data is also distributed separately as 
an excerpt of the annual UCR Report. The excerpt is distributed in-house to state police 
commanding officers, the Commissioner, and all heads of units. It goes to all police chiefs, and 
to others upon request. Many of the recipients are employed by state agencies such as the 
Department of Mental Health and Addiction Services, the Department of Children and Families, 
and the Permanent Commission on the Status of Women. 

0 

The Family Violence Reporting Unit receives requests for data primarily from individuals 
seeking grant funding for various local programs, from the Judicial Branch’s Office of Victims 
Services, from victim advocates, from family violence shelter staff and other service providers, 
from state police troops and other police departments, and from reporters, students and the 
general public. 

Survey of Law Enforcement Reporting Procedures 

After consulting with the Family Violence Reporting Program Staff, a list of survey questions 
was developed which would help to clarify the reporting process that law enforcement agencies 
use when submitting forms to the Department of Public Safety, Crimes Analysis Unit. A total of 
14 police departments were surveyed, including the seven largest cities in the state, as well as 
seven smaller departments distributed geographically around the state. The localities represented 
29% of the total state population, but accounted for 49% of family violence arrest incidents. 

The responsibility for forwarding the SP230-C fonns to the Department of Public Safety falls 
primarily upon the records clerks or records department staff. The two largest departments 
however, used crime analysis staff or had each individual officer submit the forms. In two of the 0 
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departments, the submission responsibility fell upon specialty divisions such as the Domestic 
Violence Officer in the Youth Division or Victims Services Office. m 
One of the concerns of the crimes analysis staff was that not all forms would be submitted if a 
significant period of time elapsed between receipt of an arrest warrant and the actual arrest of the 
offender. Departments were questioned regarding their procedures in such instances. Most of the 
departments had a tracking method in place for arrests made by warrant. The methods varied 
considerably, the most common being that a form is filled out and held with the police report 
until the warrant is served. One of the largest departments had no formal method for tracking 
whether or not the forms were being filled out after arrest by warrant. No department reported a 
time limit for submitting older reports if an outstanding warrant was executed, as long as the 
warrant was still active. However, one large department indicated that the warrants were not 
identified as family violence cases and could not guarantee that a family violence reporting form 
would be submitted upon arrest of the offender. 

/ 

I 

Departments were asked to describe their internal review process for the reporting forms. All 
departments indicated that forms are routinely checked by the shift supervisor or shift 
commanders before being reviewed by the Records Supervisor prior to submission to the 
Department of Public Safety. They felt that their review processes were adequate to determine 
the validity of a form resulting in a "no arrest" response. The officers who complete the forms are 
generally responsible for making their own corrections. In some departments, however, the 
records staff made minor corrections. 

Departments were asked about the length of time they kept reports for which no arrest was made. 
Responses to this question varied, with departments keeping reports which do not result in an 
arrest for 5 years, 7 to 10 years, 10 years, or indefinitely. One department microfilmed all reports 
older than 2 years, but kept the microfilmed reports indefinitely. 

a 

Training of Police Officers with Regard to Reporting Issues 

The Police Officer Standards and Training Council (POST) is responsible for all aspects of the 
training of police officers in Connecticut, including basic and in-service training, certification 
and recertification. POST sets entry- level educational requirements, develops training curricula, 
and accredits training programs run by the larger police departments. By statute, police officers 
at all levels from patrol through chief are mandated to receive two hours of training on family 
violence every three years as part of their recertification process. 

The family violence curriculum, Policc Rcsponse to Crimes of Violence-A Training Manual for 
Connecticut Law! Enforcement, was updated in 1997 by POST and the Connecticut Coalition 
Against Domestic Violence (CCADL-). CCADV employed outside contractors to develop the 
curriculum manual, a training video to accompany it, and a set of updated model policies for 
police response to domestic violence. There have been no changes to the police reporting 
requirements since the first curriculum u.as developed in 1991. Therefore, there is no specific 
section devoted to reporting to the Family Violence Reporting Program. Instead, the actual 0 
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reporting guidelines, along with a copy of a completed sample form, are included in the 
Appendix to the curriculum guide. The guidelines include definitions of family violence, and il) 
instructions for each block on the reporting form. I 

According to a POST staff member, accurate reporting depends upon each individual officer 
making a correct determination of who is subject to the law, what constitutes a family violence 
crime and probable cause for an arrest, and how to handle dual complaints. Therefore, the 
training focuses on issues such as these, rather than the technicalities of filling out the forms. 

I 
Uses of the Data 

The information obtained through the Family Violence Reporting Program has become a 
valuable asset to all three branches of government in assessing and analyzing the problem of 
family violence in Connecticut. The data have been used for preparing training materials for 
training prosecutors, judicial personnel, probation officers, police officers, victim advocates, and 
other service providers. Data from the program have also been used to support statutory and 
regulatory changes and to support budget options by various criminal justice agencies. In 
addition, the data have been used to support research, evaluation, and policy decisions. Some of 
the specific data uses are discussed below. 

Research and Evaluation 

The Family Violence Reporting Program has supplied the necessary data for various research and m 
evaluation projects: 

Family Violence Cases in Connecticut - The Decision to Nol-pros 

This was a research project undertaken by the Research and Evaluation Subcommittee of the 
Inter-agency Family Violence Response Coordinating Committee, established to oversee the 
implementation of the new family violence legislation. A sample of 2,000 persons arrested from 
August through October 1987 was selected from the family violence arrest database. Some of the 
recommendations made by the study which were adopted include developing a wider array of 
alternative sanctions for family violence offenders, and developing a separate computer code for 
family violence cases in judicial disposition records to make data available for administrative and 
research purposes. 

A n  Evaluation of Connecticut's Fami/y Violence Education Program 

Arrest data from the Family Violencc Reporting Program were one of four sources of data used 
in the e\ aluation of Connecticut's Family Violence Education conducted by the University of 
Massachusetts in 1990. The study found that the rearrest rate for those who successfully 
conipletcd the program was significaritly lower than the rate for those who did not complete the 
program The recommendations macle by the study to develop gender-specific, bilingual, 
bicultural classes in locations where I lie need exits and to develop t i n i  form program goals and 

0 
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completion criteria were adopted by the Judicial Branch and funded by the Connecticut General a Assembly. 

Study of Family Violence Incidents Which Result in the Arrest of Both Parties 

This research was done by the Connecticut Department of Public Safety, Research and Planning 
Section, in response to unacceptable dual arrest rates of 18-20 percent recorded for 1987-1989. 
The study provides general information on dual arrests in family violence incidents in 
Connecticut from 1987-1989. Data were used from the Family Violence Reporting Program, 
police incident reports, and a survey of police attitudes toward dual arrest. As a result of this 
study, the dual arrest problem in Connecticut was handled through additional police training 
rather than through statutory changes attempting to establish primary or secondary aggressors. 

Evaluation of the Court's Screening Tool for Family Violence Cases, the K-SZD 

The Kingston Screening Instrument for Domestic Violence Offenders (K-SID) is a screening 
instrument for probation officers, judges, family relations counselors, family violence victim 
advocates, and other trained court personnel to use with alleged or convicted domestic violence 
offenders for planning services and case disposition. It is designed to help the court determine 
the dangerousness level and risk of recidivism of the offender. The data from the Family 
Violence Reporting Program has been used to evaluate the effectiveness of the K-SID instrument 
for predicting fbture family violence offenses. 0 
Judicial Branch, Family Division 

Family Division Managers have relied upon the data provided by the Family Violence Reporting 
Program to assist them in designing and modifying programs which address victim or offender 
needs as they are processed through the court. The Family Division has used the data to identify 
speci a1 needs populations for the Family Violence Education Program, a diversionary program 
for domestic violence offenders. Spanish-speaking programs, evening programs, and programs 
for female offenders have been added in locations where they were needed. Information on dual 
arrests has helped the Family Division to develop education programs for female offenders. 
Finally, the Division used the Family Violence Reporting Program data in designing and locating 
its Children Impacted by Family Violence Programs throughout the state. 

-. SAC Use of the Data 

The Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) has been an important user of the Family Violence 
Reporting Program's data. While the Department of Public Safety publishes and distributes the 
numbers and basic analysis for each year, the SAC takes the analysis further and looks at trends 
over time in as much detail as the published data will permit. The SAC has prepared and 
pub1 I ihed Connecticut's Family Violen(.e Reporting Progrnm - Summciry of Incidents Involving 
Arrc>.\r 1987-1994, 1987-1995, 1987-ZW6, 1987-1997. This report is  distributed to those known 
within the state to be involved with faniily violence issues and upon request. 

0 
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0 Based within the state planning and budget agency, the SAC is constantly called upon to provide 
data to support the Governor’s budget process and to supply any data necassary for supporting 
and managing all of Connecticut’s federal and state criminal and juvenile justice grant programs. 
The SAC has also responded to requests for family violence data, including the Family Violence 
Reporting Program data, from a broad group of other state agencies, victim advocacy groups, the 
bar association, the media, the Governor’s office and legislature, and local officials. 

The Violence Against Women Grant Activities 

During the first year of funding for the Violence Against Women Grant Program (1 999, the 
SAC Director was the grant coordinator, coordinating the planning committee, preparing the 
state plan and managing the grants for that year. The data was used extensively to prepare the 
plan and make funding decisio.ns by the Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) Committee. 

Discussion and Conclusions 

One of the main advantages of Connecticut’s Family Reporting Program is its ability to provide 
consistent data on family violence over a long period of time. Since the program began 12 years 
ago, and since the reporting procedures have not substantially changed during that period, - 

researchers and policymakers have access to information on long-term trends in domestic 0 violence in their state. 

One of the advantages of specialized data collection systems is their ability to collect more 
detailed information on domestic violence than can be collected under more general crime 
reporting systems. Connecticut’s reporting system might be considered a “first generation” 
system, given when it was initiated. As a result, the reporting form used provides less detailed 
information than some that have developed in other states more recently. Potentially useful 
information, such as more detailed relationship and offense codes, are not available with this 
system. 

One of the drawbacks of the Connecticut program is the unavailability at the state level of 
information on family violence cases which did not result in an arrest. Since the decision was 
made for police departments to retain the data forms for incidents in which no arrest was made, 
there is no central data collection point for this information. Thus, incidence data are not 
available for reported cases of domestic violence, but only for family violence arrests. 

The many examples of research and analysis projects which have utilized the Connecticut Family 
Reporting Program data attest io thc value of the program and the usefulness of the data for state 
policymaking. The fact that the state is moving to incorporate its family violence data into the 
NIBRS system being developed illustrates an important caveat regarding the future of specialized 
systems for collecting domestiL violence and sexual assault data. ‘4s inore and more states adopt 
NIBRS for general crime reporting. they may find that they have little reason to maintain a 
separate incident-based reporti tig pi ogram just for domestic violence or sexual assault offenses. 
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More likely, states will follow the example of Connecticut (and Iowa, when they implemented 
NIBRS) and incorporate their domestic violence data collection into their NIBRS systems. 0 

I 

ILLINOIS’ SERVICE PROVIDER DATA COLLECTION SYSTEM 

History of Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault Data Collection in Illinois 

There are three primary sources for domestic violence and sexual assault information in Illinois: I 
the Illinois State Police, the Illinois Coalition Against Domestic Violence (ICADV) and the 
Illinois Coalition Against Sexual Assault (ICASA). The Illinois State Police maintains four 
datasets that archive information on the offenders, victims and incidents of domestic violence 
and sexual assault: the Orders of Protection data and the Criminal History Records contain 
offender data, and the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) and the Domestic Violence datasets keep 
information primarily on incidents of domestic violence and sexual assault. 

In addition to these sources, several agencies that provide hnding for services to victims also 
collect summary information on the services to victims of domestic violence and sexual assault. 
The largest of these funding agencies are the Illinois Department of Human Services, the Illinois 
Attorney General’s Office, and the Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority. 

0 The Illinois Coalition Against Sexual Assault and the Illinois Coalition Against Domestic 
Violence have developed their data collection efforts under similar circumstances. Both 
coalitions have established funding relationships with the state to support their services to 
victims in Illinois. Each coalition has recognized from inception the importance of data 
collection in relation to both funding and legislation. 

Sources of Data 

Illinois Coalition Against Sexual Assault 

In 1982, ICASA began reporting summary information to its funding agency, the Illinois 
Department of Public Health (IDPH). In order to submit these reports, ICASA had to collect 
information from each of its member service programs and calculate the total number of clients 
served as well as the hours and type of services provided. In 1987, the Victims of Crime Act 
(VOCA) provided ICASA with additional funding to collect infotmation on the arrests and 
prosecution of sexual assault offenders. The collection of this data began in 1988. With 
additional legislation and funding available for victim services, I(’ASA began to receive 
increased funding from a variety of sources. Each funding agenc! requested a different 
combination of information to describe both the program services and the victims served. As a 
result, ICASA’s data collection efforts rapidly expanded to gathei- the assorted pieces of 
information and monitor the increased spending of each service program. The Coalition’s 
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programs were now submitting several forms to the ICASA office quarterly and annually. 
ICASA, in turn, struggled to respond to the changing and time-consuming demands for data in 
order to guarantee funding from a growing number of sources, 

Illinois Coalition Against Domestic Violence 

In 1978, ICADV was formed with the understanding that both hnding and legislation for 
domestic violence cases depended heavily upon the evidence provided from data. The Coalition 
began its data collection efforts by designing a six-page intake form to gather information on the 
abuse, the abuser, the history of abuse, and the history of the abuser. For several years ICADV 
published an annual brochure with the analysis of this information. In addition to the adult intake 
form, data were also collected on an intake form for the victim’s children, an evaluation of 
services form, and a departure form. All of these paper forms were submitted monthly to the 
Coalition’s office and entered into a database. 

In 1989, the Coalition used funds from the marriage license and divorce fees to build a computer 
network and a uniform data collection system. Each ICADV program received a computer and 
began entering data at the program site. During this development process, ICADV dropped much 
of the information collected on the six-page intake form, leaving only two pages of descriptive 
information to be collected on each client. Through the new system, ICADV downloaded all the 
data once a month through a network. A few years after this system was in place, the state 
reported that financial support was no longer available for the network. Fortunately, ICADV was 
able to keep most of the computers and the uniquely developed program and not return to paper 
reporting. 0 
Illinois Criminal Justice Infomiation Authority 

In 1985, the Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) made federal funds available for victim service 
programs. From that time to the present, the Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority 
(ICJIA) has been monitoring the distribution and spending of these funds. As a funder of victim 
services, ICJIA accepted the responsibility of both collecting and using victim data to improve 
the services to victims. To do so effectively, ICJLA needed reliable sources for information on the 
victims of crime in Illinois. IC‘JIA was able to access the UCR, the National Crime Victimization 
Survey, and the Department o t‘ Children and Family Services as sources of victim information, 
but each of these sources suffered from various limitations. 

ICJIA funds several service providers who have recently grown into agencies with a variety of 
funding sources. As a result, the service providers must be accountable for increasing budgets 
which provide services to a gowing number of clients. In an effort to support and effectively 
coordinate data collection by domestic violence and sexual assault service provider agencies, 
ICJIA has worked closely with them to develop one automated information collection tool - the 
InfoNet - that can meet all of I he agencies’ needs for accurate and timely data. 
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The InfoNet System a 
Overview of the System I 

In 1996, the Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority wrote a proposal for the InfoNet, a 
new system to collect victim data statewide. The InfoNet is a tool to automate the required victim 
and service information that is reported by ICJIA-funded service agencies. This tool also allows 
each service provider to easily collect a variety of case level information, including the victim’s 
circumstances, the court proceedings, and the services provided to the victim, and to create 
reports for other funding agencies. All of the information recorded by the service providers is 
kept confidential using a unique identifier for each client. 

i 
The InfoNet was designed to work as a network system with all of the information linked and 
stored in a central location. In early 1997, ICJIA staff met with ICADV and ICASA to present a 
prototype of the new system. After this initial meeting, ICJIA recognized and responded to the 
different needs of the two coalitions. This meant working individually with each coalition to 
create data entry screens which were customized to the differences in victims and services. Pilot 
testing continued throughout 1997. Data entry using the InfoNet software began at ICADV’s 
local service agencies in October 1997 and ICASA’s agencies in July 1998. Currently the local 
service providers submit all of their funding reports via e-mail to coalition offices. In the year 
2000, the InfoNet should be running as a network system. Once linked by an intranet system, 
both coalitions’ total service calculations can be managed entirely within the InfoNet. a 
Both ICADV and ICASA are interested and excited about the capabilities of InfoNet data. The 
InfoNet will allow the coalitions to answer questions about the amount and nature of victim 
services provided by their member agencies. Additionally, the coalitions will be capable of 
investigating the effects that legislation has on the services desired by victims and how programs 
can most efficiently recognize and respond to these needs. 

The victim data collected throughout the state will eventually be stored on the InfoNet network 
system and only used with the expressed consent of the reporting agencies. The development of 
the InfoNet has become a significant investment for ICJIA, ICADV, ICASA, the Illinois 
Department of Human Services, the Illinois Attorney General’s Office, and the individual service 
providers throughout Illinois. These principal players are combining their efforts and 
philosophies to provide improved services to victims of crime by increasing the quality of 
available data. As the fundiny dollars continue to grow, the funders and legislators have asked 
difficult questions regarding the impact of money spent on victim services. The future collection 
of domestic violence and sexual assault data in Illinois will utilize tools such as the InfoNet to 
answer these questions while providing improved service to victims. 

Description of the System 

The InfoNet database was de4gned to link a program’s entire structure in order to both record 
and calculate a variety of’adniinistrative and service information. The database is made up of 
relational tables that are linkcd by primary keys that run thr ouyhout the database. The tables 
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include information on victims who are currently receiving services and those who have been 
previously receiving services, staff, volunteers, and financial information. The primary keys that 
link the information contained in the tables consist of separate identification numbers for the 
program, the staff member or volunteer, and the client. 

0 

Throughout the InfoNet software, one record is defined as all of the information relating to one 
client. The descriptive information for each client is contained in fields or columns of the table 
and varies with each record. In the client-level table, fields contain that client’s: status (new or 
returning), demographics, significant others, alleged offender (relationship to the victim and 
offender demographics), medical advocacy (treatment, serious injury, hours of advocacy), police 
involvement (advocacy hours, arrests, charges, order of protection), prosecution involvement 
(advocacy hours, charges, trial, verdict), counseling by reporting agency (in person, telephone, 
group, family) and other advocacy or support services provided. Client data can be stored in an 
active or archived table depending on the client’s status. 

The tables with program-level data include staff, financial and service information. The program 
service data includes: institutional advocacy (contacts and number of hours), professional 
training (number of participants, hours of preparation, and hours of training), public education 
(number of participants and hours of preparation, training, and travel), information and referral 
(number of contacts and hours), media contacts, and a variety of administrative information, 
including lists of staff, volunteers, and board members. 

The financial table includes data on each program activity’s and staff member’s source of 
funding. For example, one employee may be funded 60 percent by VOCA funds and 40 percent 
by private donations. The agency activities are recorded in the same way; for example, a staff 
training may be documented and paid for using VAWA funds and IDHS funds. Again, this table 
contains key identifiers that link the services with an employee and a funding source. 

0 

While both ICADV and ICASA have all of the abo\ e-listed InfoNet components, the actual data 
screens and fields of information vary to most appropriately fit the needs of these separate service 
agencies. 

Data Entry 

Data entry for the InfoNet system is completed at the reporting agency’s site. Staff from K’JIA 
created the manual to guide the agencies as they set up the software and security systems of the 
InfoNet. ICJIA staff also held user group meetings to train and pilot the InfoNet system. Several 
training sessions were held about one month before ICJIA’s release of the InfoNet software to 
ICADV and ICASA. This allowed time for the adnirnistrative arm of each agency to set up the 
staff and financial infonnation as well as install the password-protected security system be fore 
beginning to enter client data. ICJIA was available for technical support by telephone and. in 
some cases, in person. ICJIA supported the setup arid will continue to support the utilization of 
the InfoNet software. 

0 
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Throughout the pilot and training process ICJIA compiled the opinions and reactions of users. 
The results from individual agencies have been overwhelmingly positive despite the difficulties 
of learning this new and complex automated system of data collection. Both ICADV and ICASA 
have reported hearing of the local agencies’ fnistrations as users struggle with the new system 
and their reporting needs, but these difficulties were expected and seem reasonable in light of the 
complexity of the system. 

Data Submission and Analysis 

The data collected using the InfoNet system is currently being submitted to both ICADV and 
ICASA from their member agencies. The InfoNet is not yet on a network or intranet system and, 
as a result, routine reports must be sent from local agencies via e-mail to the coalitions. The 
coalitions are continuing to perform calculations for various quarterly and annual reports. This 
data has continued to be submitted by the coalitions to their respective funding agencies with 
relatively few delays. 

To date, none of the data collected using the InfoNet software have been released to ICJIA for 
analysis. The primary reason for this is that both the users and ICJIA are working without a 
network system and continuing to adapt the InfoNet software to the needs of the coalitions. In the 
meantime, the process of data collection and report calculations is still relatively time- 
consuming. ICJIA has been working primarily to relieve the coalitions of these complications. 

For all involved, the focus has been on the need for InfoNet users to be able to provide 
information for funding sources. 

Advantages of the InfoNet System 

Several complications of current domestic and sexual violence data collection will be resolved 
through the InfoNet software. Past data collection efforts of victim information were based on the 
requirements of the funders. As a result, data entry was often redundant, included complex 
calculations, and caused confusion over definitions of terms. A new client, for example, could be 
a client with no previous services or a returning client who appears for the first time in a 
particular reporting period. These problems have led to poor data quality and ultimately resulted 
in very limited information describing victims of domestic violence and sexual assault. 

The InfoNet system eliminates redundant data entry in a number of ways. The system compiles 
all of the information on one client under a unique identifier, continuing to add to that 
information over time and essentially creating a history of service. In the past, the service 
agencies reentered intake information on clients who reappeared in each new reporting period. In 
addition, the InfoNet automates calculations required for reports. Once users enter the dates for a 
reporting period, the system will calculate the specified information on the types of services 
provided, the number of clients served (distinguishing new from ongoing), the employees who 
provided the service and the funding source for the service. 
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An additional benefit of the InfoNet reporting system is the ability the agencies have to archive 
data beyond the short reporting periods defined by funders. These client histories will be a tool 
for service providers to investigate how additional funding has allowed them to service victims 
most effectively. 

a 
One of the key elements of the InfoNet software is its emphasis on ease of data entry. Pop-up and 
drop-down lists were created for any questions with a specified list of responses. When feasible, 
these lists were linked to specific administrative information for the agency. For example, when 
responding to the question, “Which staff member provided this service?” the data entry person 
sees a list of all the staff members for that particular agency. This list is automatically created by 
linking to the administrative information that has been previously entered into another section of 
the database. These database links make recording client or service information easy and fast. 
The InfoNet also automatically assigns date variables wherever possible, thereby helping to 
reduce errors in the calculations of client services over particular reporting periods. Automatic 
calculations were included whenever possible to assist local agencies in tracking their active 
clients and remaining budgets. The InfoNet software also distinguishes between fields that are 
stable, such as intake information, and fields that will be updated, such as service and court 
proceedings information. Screens for these latter fields are enabled immediately when client 
identifiers are entered, to remind the data entry person to update the appropriate information. 

All of the required reporting by local agencies has been organized into InfoNet report files that 
will automatically calculate the specified information from a local database. The InfoNet report 
files were created with input from both the funders and the service providers. Thus the InfoNet 
system is a practical tool for service providers, helping them to collect and report necessary 
information quickly and more accurately. In addition, the agency will also have the ability to 
query their data using variables that they specify; in this way they can use all of the information 
collected for internal purposes. 

As the InfoNet develops the ICJIA hopes to work closely with the individual agencies in order to 
create simple and useful reports that are unique to each service program’s goals. The programs 
can then use this information to support or restructure particular projects, which may be entirely 
separate from the statewide data initiatives or funding requirements. 

The InfoNet continues to be developed under the guidance of an advisory committee. The 
committee members include representatives of both the service providers and the funding 
agencies. Members of the advisory board, in particular representatives from the Department on 
Human Services and the I11inois Attorney General’s office, have played a valuable role recently 
by providing extensions for quarterly data reports as the local users adjust to the latest revisions 
of the InfoNet system. 

Development Issues 

A number of issues were raised in the developnient o r  the InfoNet that needed to be addressed in 
order for it to be successfulIy implemented. Several orthese issues are discussed bclow. 0 
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Confide11 tiality 

Confidentiality was a serious concern of both the participating coalitions and ICJIA when 
considering a system to collect and store information that describes victims. A victim’s safety 
can depend upon the confidentiality of support services. The InfoNet data collection system has 
been designed with four distinct layers of security. First, the intranet design links only specified 
users to the data system using technology similar to that of the internet. The second level of 
security uses encryption software and a password to secure each user’s link to the intranet. Each 
agency will also have internet access to obtain or publicize general information regarding 
services to victims. The third and fourth layers of security are at the local agency level. Each 
local agency will use encryption software and a password to protect the agency’s local database. 
Passwords will be used to separate data entry and administrative information for each agency. 
The result is that only designated local staff can access and change data entry and /or 
administrative information. The agency will also use unique identifiers in place of the names of 
clients whose information is entered into the system. Within the local agency these final two 
layers of security will protect both the administrative information and victim data contained in 
the database. 

/ 

i 

Identifying Individual Clients 

Service provider agencies require a way to track services to clients, and to distinguish between 
services provided to the same client over time, as opposed to those provided to new clients. A 
unique case identifier code serves to protect the victim while allowing individual case 
information to be accurately documented for agency reporting. In addition, with the increase in 
funding sources, i t  is now important to know how much staff time was spent providing various 
services. An individualized client identifier limits the complications of matching services 
provided to a particular client by a particular staff member. 

ICJIA has offered recommendations on creating and storing unique identifiers but ultimately 
each reporting agency is responsible for this information. Unique identifiers will not be designed 
by or known to staff at ICJIA; instead, each local agency will develop a method for creating a 
unique identifier for every victim served. The records containing a name and matching identifier 
will only be stored at local agencies and will be kept separate from the InfoNet system. 

Hardware arid Software 

ICJIA’s original proposal for the InfoNet included the financing and distribution of both the 
equipment and software to users. ICJIA staff contributed technical expertise in  selecting the 
appropriate equipment, developing the system, and eventually training the nen users on the 
InfoNet. The hardware, which has been provided to each reporting agency, includes capabilities 
for word processing, database applications, automated presentations, and electt onic mail. 

The InfoNet w as designed and equipment was purchased using the most recent technological 
information a\ ai lable. Unfortunately, there have been unscheduled delays in thc acquisition of 
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equipment necessary for the network system. ICJIA has provided the InfoNet software to both 
the domestic violence and sexual assault coalitions, so that they could begin using the data entry 
system. Until the network becomes operational, the data reports are being run by the reporting 
agencies and submitted via e-mail to coalition offices. 

Ongoing Issues 

Several issues continue to be the subject of discussions among those involved in the development 
and use of the InfoNet. One such issue is how to define new, returning, ongoing and archived 
clients. This will continue to be an issue for training as local agencies translate those definitions 
into their data entry routines. A related topic for discussion is the question of how long to keep a 
client in the database and ultimately the network system. In the past, the coalitions used fiscal 
years to measure client histories. The LnfoNet offers the potential to expand outcome measures 
over multiple years. This issue will become more relevant once the InfoNet is a network system, 
housed and supported by ICJIA. 

The timing of data entry and reporting will be topics for discussion as users become more 
comfortable with the InfoNet system and more interested in data quality issues. The data entry by 
local agencies should be either continuous or at regular intervals, such as weekly. Similarly, 
reports should be run routinely to familiarize both the reporting agencies and the coalitions with 
trends in the available information. 

0 Future of the InfoNet 

The increase in VOCA and VAWA funding over the last few years has made the InfoNet project 
possible through the Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority. 1C.l IA  plans to continue 
providing the technical support and collaborative efforts that are necessary to sustain this 
statewide collection of victim information. ICJIA recognizes that the InfoNet program will need 
constant updates to assure that it is useful to the local service providers. As funding sources and 
requirements change, the local agencies will rely on the InfoNet to meet their needs for 
information. The technical equipment for both the network and the users will also need continual 
support and regular updates. The advisory board and ICJIA are planning to expand this network 
system to include information collected by the victim-witness programs as well as providers of 
services to child victims. The funding for this work will be continually reevaluated so that ICJIA 
can continue to provide the necessary support to this resource for information on victims. 
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SECTION 111. RECOMMENDATIONS 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the assessment of current state efforts and the case studies of three different state 
systems, the following are recommendations for the states with regard to domestic violence and 
sexual assault data collections systems: 

1. States should implement incident-based reporting systems which use offense and 
relationship codes that are compatible with the National Incident-Based Crime 
Reporting System (NIBRS). 

Most states are in the process of planning or implementing NIBRS or NIBRS-compatible 
incident-based crime reporting systems. NIBRS provides enough information about offenses, 
relationships, victims, and offenders to allow states to conduct detailed analyses of domestic 
violence and sexual assault issues. NIBRS also represents the best opportunity for the 
development of national estimates of the incidence of domestic violence and sexual assault, to 
the extent that these offenses are reported to the police. 

Connecticut’s plans to develop a NIBRS-compatible system and then eliminate its long-standing 
specialized domestic violence reporting system may be indicative of future developments in the 
states. Given the movement toward NIBRS and its ability to provide domestic violence and 
sexual assault information, it seems unwise for states to expend the resources to implement or 
maintain specialized domestic or sexual violence incident-based systems. 

NIBRS implementation in the states has been problematic for a number of reasons, some of 
which were documented in Iowa’s study of its NIBRS implementation. Local law enforcement 
agencies, especially large ones, have maintained that they do not have the personnel and other 
resources to implement the system. As a result, few states have comprehensive reporting, and 
currently only one large police department is represented in the national data. States need to take 
heed of Iowa’s experience in converting to a statewide incident-based system when all local 
departments are not ready to report. This results in the state losing valuable information about the 
number of domestic violence and sexual assault incidents. States which already collect domestic 
violence data through another method should consider continuing to collect this data from 
agencies not yet ready to report incident-based data, so they can continue to accurately track the 
total number of incidents. 

e 

States should also consider adding fields to their incident-based reporting forms which would 
allow them to identify domestic violence cases as defined by their state statutes. This is important 
for several reasons. First, NIBRS relationship codes do not include all of the possible 
relationships relevant to domestic violcnce situations, so that if cases are identified based on 
relationship codes, some will be missed. In addition, requiring each case to be identified as 
domestic violence by the police officer who responded to the call may result in more accurate 
class1 tication of cases. 

2. States should move toward irnplementing incident-based service provider domestic 
violence and sexual assault dura collection systems. 
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0 There are several good reasons for states to implement service provider reporting systems. Such 
systems will provide useful information for the programs, advocacy groups, state 
decisionmakers, and funding agencies regarding the types of services being provided. In terms of 
incidence data, service provider systems can complement the data collected by crime reporting 
systems. While the latter provide information on incidents reported to the police, the former 
capture information on incidents for which victims seek assistance. States which have both 
systems in place should be able to develop more accurate assessments of the incidence and nature 
of domestic violence and sexual assault. 

Incident-based reporting is recommended here because it produces much richer data for 
analytical purposes. Summary-based systems are of little analytical use, and are even of limited 
use in providing incidence data. Service provider data collection systems must have methods 
built in for distinguishing between new and returning clients, primary and secondary victims, and 
the nature of the services received. Not only is this information essential for program planning, it 
is also necessary to maintain accurate data on the extent and nature of the victimization. 

Illinois’ InfoNet is an excellent example of the type of incident-based service provider system 
being recommended. By working closely with the programs and advocacy agencies, the Illinois 
Criminal Justice Information Authority has developed an automated system that will meet the 
needs of the programs, the funding agencies, and researchers and analysts. As shown in Table 1, 
several other states have developed, or are in the process of developing, similar systems. The 
federal government is playing an important role in the development of these systems by 
providing funding and technical assistance through programs such as the Violence Against 
Women Act, the STOP grant program, and the Grants to Encourage Arrest Policies initiative. 

0 

3. States should develop guidance and implement training on how to identi& and 
report cases of domestic violence and sexual assault. 

One of the issues which became apparent in the Iowa study of its NIBRS system is the degree to 
which local law enforcement agencies vary in the criteria they use to report domestic violence 
cases to the database. States should develop and disseminate clear policies regarding how 
incidents are to be classified, and should regularly provide training to law enforcement officers 
on how to identify and report such cases to the data system. Legislation which clarifies the 
definition of domestic violence may also be helpful in some cases. 

4. States, with assistance from the federal government, should develop initiatives to 
analyze and validate domestic violence and sexual assault data being collected by 
statewide incident-based systems. 

Many states are now in a position to begin to analyze and validate the domestic violence and 
sexual assault data being collected through incident-based reporting systems. These data 
collection systems could provide the basis for some interesting analyses. For example, several 
states which report domestic violence and sexual assault data usitig NIBRS offense codes also 
use a flax to identify domestic violence cases. It would be interesting t o  describe the 0 
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characteristics of those cases which are flagged as domestic violence in terms of the actual 
offense and relationship codes involved. Similarly, several states have domestic violence and 
sexual assault data from multiple reporting systems available for analysis. It would be interesting 
to compare the incidence of these offenses as reported by the various data systems. The results of 
these analyses would not only be of importance to the individual states themselves, but would 
allow other states to gauge the validity and usefulness of these data collection systems. 

0 

5. States, with assistance from the federal government, should begin developing 
linkages among the various state data systems that collect information relevant to 
domestic violence and sexual assault incidents. 

While this report has focused on law enforcement and service provider systems, there is 
information regarding domestic violence and sexual assault incidents available from other 
sources in the states. Once domestic violence and sexual assault law enforcement databases are 
firmly established, states should consider integrating law enforcement and service provider 
databases with other data collection systems, including courts, corrections, health, mental health 
and social services systems. Information on case dispositions and services provided in non- 
criminal justice settings would considerably enhance states’ ability to conduct meaningful 
analyses of domestic violence and sexual assault incidents, and would improve the coordination 
of service delivery to victims of domestic and sexual violence. 
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APPENDIX A. CRITERIA 
FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE FLAGS AND CASE SELECTION 
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Table A. Offense Criteria for Domestic Violence Flags and Case Selection 
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Table B. Relationship Criteria for Domestic Violence Flags and Case Selection 
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APPENDIX B. STATE DATA 
COLLECTION SYSTEM CONTACTS 
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ALASKA 

ARIZONA 

Therese Ford 
SAC Director , 
Alabama Criminal Justice Information Center 
770 Washington Avenue 
Montgomery, AL 36 130-0660 
3 34-242-493 7lfaX-334-242-05 77 

Alabama Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
PO Box 4762 
Montgomery, AL 36101 
334-832-4842lfa~-334-832-4803 

Julie Lindsey 
Alabama Coalition Against Rape 
PO Box 4091 
Montgomery, AL 36102-4091 
334-286-5980 

Allen Barnes 
Director, Statistical Analysis Center 
Justice Center 
University of Alaska Anchorage 
32 1 1 Providence Drive 
Anchorage, AK 99508 
907-786- 1 8 19lfa~-907-786-7777 

Carol Spromberg 
Statistical Technician 
Council on Domestic Violence & Sexual Assault 
PO Box 11 1200 
Juneau, AK 998 1 1 - 1200 
907-465-4356lfax-907-465-3627 

Roy Holt 
Director, Statistical Analysis Center 
Arizona Criminal Justice Commission 
1501 West Washington Street 
Suite 207 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 
602-542- 1928/fax-602-542-4852 
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ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

Arizona Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
100 W. Camelback, #lo9 
Phoenix, AZ 85013 
602-279-29OOlfax-602-279-2980 

Janet Simmons 
Arkansas Crime Information Center 
One Capitol Mall 
Little Rock, AR 72201 
501 -682-2222/fa~-501-682-7444 

Arkansas Coalition Against Violence to 

#1 Sheriff's Lane, Suite C 
North Little Rock, AR 721 14 

Women and Children 

50 1 -399-9486lfa~-50 1-37 1-0450 

Mahnaz Dashti 
Bureau of Criminal Information and Analysis 
Criminal Justice Statistics Center 
PO Box 903427 
Sacramento CA 94203-4270 
9 1 6-227-35 15/fax-9 16-227-356 1 

California Alliance Against Domestic Violence 
926 J Street, Suite 1000 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
9 1 6-444-7 163 

Kim English 
Director of Research 
Colorado Division of Criminal Justice 
700 Kipling Street 
Suite 3000 
Denver, CO 80215 
3 03 -23 9-4442/fa~-3 03 -23 9-449 1 

Colorado Bureau of Investigation 
690 Kipling Suite 3000 
Denver, Colorado 8021 5 
303-239-4224 
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CONNECTICUT 

Colorado Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
PO Box 18902 

303-83 1 -9632/fax-303-832-7067 
Denver, CO 80218 I 

Colorado Coalition Against Sexual Assault 
PO Box 18663 
Denver, CO 80218 

i 303-832-3050 

Dolly Reed 
SAC Director 
Office of Policy and Management 
450 Capitol Ave. 
Hartford, CT 06106 
860-41 8-6376lfax-860-418-6496 

Gary Lopez 
UCR Program Manager 
State Police, Department of Public Safety 
1 1 1 lcountry Club Rd. 
PO Box 2794 
Middletown, CT 06457-9294 
860-685-8072lfax-860-685-8352 

Maureen Whelm 
Training Coordinator 
Connecticut Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
100 Pitkin Street 
East Hartford, CT 06108 
860-282-7899 

Carol Walsh 
Connecticut Sexual Assault Crisis Services, Inc. 
1 10 Connecticut Blvd. 
East Hartford, CT 06108 
860-282-9881 

Tim Salius 
Family Relations Court/ 
Judicial Information Systems 
860-529-9655 
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DELAWARE m 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

John O'Connell 
Director 
Delaware Statistical Analysis Center 
60 The Plaza 
Dover, DE 19901 
302-739-4626/fax-302-739-4630 

Evelyn Scocas and Chuck Huenke 
Delaware Statistical Analysis Center 
60 The Plaza 
Dover, DE 19901 
302-739-4626/fax-302-739-4630 

Delaware Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
PO Box 847 
Wilmington, DE 19899 
302-65 8-2958 

Catherine Hargrove or Tanya Hatten 
SAC 
Office of Grant Programs 
Office of Grants Management and Development 
717- 14'h Street, NW 
Suite 1200 
Washington, DC 20005 
202-727-6537/fax-202-727-1617 

Emmanuel U. Ross 
Operations Research Analyst 
Metropolitan Police Department 
300 Indiana Ave., NW 
Room 3 142 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
202-727-4 174/fax-202-727-0826 

Caroline Jones 
UCR 
202-727-4345 

Sandra Majors 
DC Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
202-7 83 -5 3 32 
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FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

Stephanie AtwaterlTara Dirks 
DC Rape Crisis Center 
PO Box 34125 
Washington, DC 20043 
202-232-0789 

Susan Burton 
Statistical Analysis Center 
Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
233 1 Phillips Road 
Post Office Box 1489 
850-487-4808lfax-904-487-48 12 

Bonnie Flynn 
Woman in Distress of Broward County, Inc. 
PO Box 676 
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33302 
954-760-9800 

Florida Council of Sexual Abuse Services, Inc. 
850 6th Avenue North 
Naples, FL 33940 
94 1-649- 1404 

Willene White-Smith 
Supervisor, Uniform Crime Reporting Unit 
Georgia Bureau of Investigation 
Georgia Crime Information Center 
PO Box 370748 
Decatur, Georgia 30037-0748 
404-244-284Olfax-404-244-2 743 

Mozel Harrison 
Georgia Coalition on Family Violence 
1827 Powers Ferry Road, Bldg 3, Suite 325 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
770-984-0085 

HODAC's Rape Crisis Program (GA Coalition) 
2762 Watson Blvd. 
Warner Robins, GA 3 1093 
9 12-953-5675 
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IDAHO 

ILLINOIS 

Paul Perrone 
Chief of Research and Statidtics 
Crime Prevention and Justice Assistance Division 
Dept. of the Attorney General 
425 Queen Street 
Honolulu, HI 968 13 
808-586-142O/fax-808-586- 1373 

Robert C. Uhlenkott 
Idaho Statistical Analysis Center 
Department of Law Enforcement 
PO Box 700 
Meridian, ID 83680 
208-884-7044/fa~-208-884-7094 

Robin Elson 
Bureau of Criminal Identification 
884-7 155 

Idaho Coalition Against Sexual and 
Domestic Violence 

815 Park Blvd., #140 
Boise, ID 83712 
208-384-041 9/fax-208-33 1-0687 

(Secretary of John Pay) 
courts 
208-334-3867 

Teresa Hirsch 
Illinois Criminal Justice Information Authority 
120 South Riverside Plaza 
Chicago, Illinois 60606-3997 
3 12-793-855O/fa-3 12-793-8422 

Sarah Conlon 
Asst. Contracts Manager 
Illinois Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
730 East Vine, Suite 109 
Springfield, Illinois 62703 
2 17-789-2830 
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INDIANA 

IOWA 

Illinois Coalition Against Sexual Assault 
123 South Seventh Street, Suite 500 
Springfield, Illinois 62701-1302 
217-753-41 17/fax-217-753-8229 

Steve Meagher 
Director of Research 
Statistical Analysis Center 
Indiana Criminal Justice Institute 
302 West Washington Street 
Room E-209 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
3 17-232-76 1 l/fax-3 17-232-4979 

Kim Howell 
STOP Program Director 
3 17-233-3341 

Beth Bourdeau 
CARE: Communities Against Rape Initiative 
Center for Families 
1269 Fowler House 
West Lafayette, IN 47907-1 269 
765-494-0545/fax-765-494-0503 

Laura Bany 
Indiana Coalition Against Domestic Violence 
251 1 E. 46'h St., Suite N-3 
Indianapolis, IN 46205 
317-543-3908 

Kathy O'Brien 
Indiana Coalition Against Sexual Assault 
25 11 E. 46'h St, Suite N-3 
Indianapolis, IN 46205 
3 17-568-4001 

Laura Roeder 
Statistical Analysis Center 
Criminal & Juvenile Justice Planning 
Lucas State Office Building 
Des Moines, IA 503 19 
515-242-5823/fax-515-242-6119 
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KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

Jan Rose 
Governor’s Office on Substance Abuse 
Lucas State Office Bldg. 
321 E. 12th Street 
Des Moines, IA 50319 
5 15-242-6379 

Virginia Bean 
Attorney General’s Office 
515-242-61 12 

Jennifer Juhler 
State Court Administrator’s Office 
5 15-964-9399 

Mary Ann Howerton 
Manager, Crime Data Information Center 
Kansas Bureau of Investigation 
1620 SW Tyler 
Topeka, KS 66612-1837 
91 3-296-8277lfax-913-296-6781 

Kansas Coalition Against Sexual and Domestic 

820 SE Quincy, Suite 416B 
Topeka, KS 66612 
913-232-9784lfax-913-232-9937 

Violence 

Donna Bray 
Statistical Program Coordinator 
Records Section 
Kentucky State Police 
1250 Louisville Road 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 
502-227-87OOIfa~-502-227-8734 

Alice Strange, Hansel Heel, and Lt. Mike Smith 
Kentucky State Police 
1250 Louisville Road 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 
502-22 7-87OOlfax-502-227-8734 
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LOUISIANA 

MAINE 

Jean Kendell 
Cabinet for Families and Children 
Commonwealth of Kentucky 
275 East Main Street 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40621 
502-564-6750 

Carle Jackson 
La. Commission on Law Enforcement 
1885 Wooddale Boulevard, 7‘h Floor 
Baton Rouge, LA 70806 
504-925-444Olfax-504-925-1998 

Paula Joiner 
Louisiana Foundation Against Sexual Assault 
PO Box 40 
Independence, LA 70443 
504-747-88 151fax-504-747-8879 

LA Governor’s Office of Women’s Services 
504-922-0966 

Mary Anderson 
Department of Public Safety 
Records Management Services 
Uniform Crime Reporting Program 
36 Hospital Street 
Augusta, Maine 04333-0042 
207-624-7004 

Michael Hughes 
Director, Statistical Analysis Center 
Policy, Legislative and Information Services 
Department of Corrections 
State House Station #111 
Augusta, ME 04330-01 11 
207-287-43 86lfax-207-287-4370 

Maine Coalition Against Sexual Assault 
PO Box 5326 
Augusta, ME 04330 
207-626-0034 
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MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Sexual Assault Crisis Center 
207-784-5272 

Maine Coalition for Family Crisis Services 
128 Main St. 
Bangor, ME 04401 
207-941-1 194 

Denise Scherer 
Central Record Division 
Department of Maryland State Police 
171 1 Belmont Avenue 
Baltimore, MD 2 1244 
41 0-298-3883 

Maryland Network Against Domestic Violence 
691 1 Laurel Bowie Rd. 
Suite 309 
Bowie, MD 20715 
301 -352-4574 

Maryland Coalition Against Sexual Assault 
7257 Parkway Drive 
One Parkway Drive Building, Suite 208 
Hanover, MD 2 1076 
410-7 12-0955 

Diana Brensilber 
Executive Office of Public Safety 
Programs Division 
100 Cambridge Street, Room 2100 
Boston, Massachusetts 02202 
617-727-63OO/fax-617-727-5356 

Daniel Bible 
UCR 
508-820-21 1 I 

I 

Sandy Adams 
Administrative Office of Trial Courts 
6 17-727- 1923 
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MICHIGAN 

MINNESOTA 

Marion Winters 
Massachusetts Coalition of Rape Crisis Services 
508-72 1-97 1 1 

Julia Heck 
Systems and Data Analyst 
Sexual Assault Prevention and Survivor 
Services Program 
250 Washington Street 
Fourth Floor 
Boston, MA 02 108-46 19 
617-624-5458/fax-617-624-5075 

Massachusetts Coalition of Battered Women’s 
Service Groups 
14 Beacon St. #507 
Boston, MA 02108 
61 7-248-0922/fax-617-248-0902 

Karlene Ohler and Julie Allen 
Michigan State Police 
71 50 Hams Drive 
Lansing, MI 4891 3 
517-322-1 151/fax-5 17-322-0635 

Michigan Coalition Against Domestic and 
Sexual Violence 
3893 Okemos Rd., Suite B-2 
Okemos, MI 48864 
5 17-347-7000 

Domestic Violence Prevention and Treatment Board 
5 17-373-8 144 

Susan Roth 
Acting SAC Director 
Criminal Justice Center 
Minnesota Planning 
658 Cedar Street 
Suite 300 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
612-297-3279lfax-612-296-3698 
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MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

Ray Lewis 
Research Analyst 
Criminal Justice Center 
658 Cedar Street 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
6 1 2-296-48 5 8/fax-6 1 2-296- 3 69 8 
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APPENDIX C. STATE DATA 
COLLECTION FORMS 
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Slalc 
A lahaiiia 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
District of Columbia 
Florida 
~ l ~ ~ ~ i y ~ l  

Hawaii 
Idaho 
Illinois 
I ntliana 
Iowa 
Kaiisas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Moil tana 

Table 1 .  Statewide Domestic and Sexual Violence Data Collection Systemsa 
(X = Statewide system; .r =System being developed or planned) 

Domestic Violence I Sexual Violence NlBRS Domestic Violence I Sexual Violence 
B I 

I IIL ~ i i i ~ o ~ i i l i ~ i i ~ r ~ i  111 11113 t d h k  15 ~ I C L I I I ~ I E  .I> of Augu,i I Y 9 X  w i t h  the cxceptioii uI the sfaies' siatus with reguitl to NlBRS certification. which is accurate as of August 1999. 

' : NIURS certified. 
'I' Estimate is not available; * * * *  NlBRS system is iiut statewide, but NIBRS coding of violent criiiies in non-participating agencies allows for statewide domestic and sexual violence reporting 

* *  = S . ysteiii is no longer statewide - data fronl n developing NlBRS sysiein is conlbinsd io nllow for statewide reporting on doniestic or sexual violence: 
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Table 3. Statewide Incident-Based Crime Reporting Systems 

iystem Start Year I 

State 

NLBRS Status 

Percent of Crime 
covered 

~ 

Domestic Violence 
hdicator 

offense by relationship 
special box or flag 
offense code 
crime statute 

3ffense Codes 
statelcity statutes 
NIBRS codes 
UCR codes 
NCIC 

~ ~~~~~ 

Information Available 
Victim: 

ageldob 
race 
ethnicity 
gender 
relationship 

Offender: 
ageldob 
race 
ethnicity 
gender 

offense type 
weapon 
injury. 

DV additions: 
child present 
referrals 
existing protection order 

Other: 

~~~ ~~ 

)ocuments Produced 
Annual Crime Report 
Special DV Report 
Special SV Report 

' Yo enhairced sexual violence data available **NO doink lir ! tolrtrce data available ***Modified UCR ct~de  
'***Mcinlaiia is coilvetting its existing 1BR system to oiir I 11 I* XII%RS-conlpatable. The current IBR systew covers aliimri h e  entire state, 

and ~hoi i l  80% of the data are N1BRS-compatible 
'.. Ikner codes availahle than NIBRS XC = nwre e x k  n e  c t i i l n  lliaii NlBRS 
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Table 4. Specialized Incident-Based Reporting Systems 

c 
U c 

w - w  
S c  

8 0  
2 3  
0 

x x  
x x  
x x  
x x  
x x  
x x  
X 

X 

27 

x 

II Domestic Sexual 
Violencc 

-- 
c 

.Y 

x x  

x x  
x x  
x x  
x x  
x x  
x x  

84 

x 

* These systems provide separate reporting forms for each individual incident. 
** Michigan's form is only used by jiirisdictions not collecting NIBRS information. 
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Table 5. Specialized Summary-Based Reporting Systems 

I 
Iocuments Produced 

Aiuiual Crime Report 
Special DV i SV Report 

State 

Iefining Domestic 
liolence 

statutory definition 
other 

nformation Available 
Victim: 

age dob 
race 
ethnicity 
gender 
rela tionship 

Offender: 
age,dob 
race 
ethiitcity 
gender 

offense type 
weapon 
InJ Illy 
arrlzst 

Other: 

iystem Start Year 

x x  

X 

86 I 96 

Ix 

- 
Sexual 

Violencl 

.-o" c 
8 

X 

X 
X 

X 

96 

X 

* 
** EzlimaiL only 

*** liittirii i i:~i~iit no t  available. 

('ornhiii.jiion aee/gender/relaiionship used, all factors incnrnplete 
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Information Available 
Virtim: 

age/dob 
race 
ethnicity 
gender 
relationship 

Offender 
ageldob 
race 
ethnicity 
gender 

Other 
offense/abuse type 
weapon 
police called 
contact/report/adrn. date 
incident date/year/time 
injury 
alcohol/drugs 
abuse history 
child present 
arrest 
servicedreferrals 

** This sysirni lrroids incident-based. not client-baed, infoovuit!ui 

*** Iiifomiatiuii is cunrntly not available. 
XO = This d. t i~  clrnienl is an optional field. 

Inforniatiim only available for cases admitted. 
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APPENDIX B. STATE DATA 
COLLECTION FORMS 

86 
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Incident-Based Crime Reporting Systems 

m Alabama 
Delaware 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Oregon 
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UUm3 I IL INLiUtN I HttWH I DELAWARE 

t LIO. CLIGf 

I I I I I 
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7 - w  4 MPARnENr 6 P * O t  

a 

0 1. GUN PRESENT IN THE HOME OR ACCESSlBlE TO SUSPECT. 

0 2. SUSPECT HAS USED OR THREATENED TO USE WE4PON. 

0 11. SUSPECT HAS SAID, 'IF I CANT HAVE YOU, NO ONE CAN.' 
0 12. SUSPECT THREATENS TO KILL 

0 3. P ~ E S  HAD A RECENT SEPARATION OR THREATENED SEPARATION. 0 13. SUSPECT CONTEMPUTED. THREATENED, OR ATTEMPTED stltclm 
0 4. SUSPECT ABUSES ALCOHOL 

5. SUSPECT USES ILLEGAL DRUGS OR ABUSES LEGAL DRUGS. 

0 14. SUSPECT VIOLENT TOWARD CHILDREN 

0 15. SUSPECT HAS INJURED OR KILLED PbS. 

~CouRAWrNo. 

0 6. INCREASE IN FREOUENCY OR SEMRlTY OF VIOLENCE. 
7. SUSPECT IS VIOLENT OUTSIDE THE REUTIONSHIP. 

0 16. SUSPECT HAS FORCE0 VICTIM TO HAVE SM WHEN VICTIM DID NOT 

0 17. SUSPECT HAS DIRECTED VIOLENCE TOWARD PREGNANT PARTNER. 
AGREE. 

0 18. VICTIM IS CURRENTLY P R E G W .  0 8. SUSPECT HAS DESTROYED CHERISHED PERSONAL ITEMS. 

e* Is MI To coNTRoL 0 10. VICTIM CONTEMPLATED, THREATENED, OR AT~EMPTED SUICIDE. ACTIVITIES. 
10. SUSPECT HAS ACCUSED THE VICTIM Of CHEATING. 

~ 

COO€ 48 CONTINUED IEMS: 
PLEASE DRAW ON DIAGRAM(S) I THE LOCATION OF ANY INJURIES. 

F m t  

HT. WT. 
MTL 
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I % p o n d  6y  [ ] VlCTlMl Addresa (Stmet. City, Slate. Zip) 

1 Phone ! 
I I I I 

I Address (Street. Clw, State. Zip) I Name (M. Firs, Mlddle) 

1 Phone I Repom (day, dam, b'me) 

Louuon(sJ of Onenso(s): ! 

01 AlrlEusilrain Terminal 08 OepanrnentlOisccunt Store 15 JaillPriscn 22 School/Colle e 27 Farm Residence I 
02 BankfSavin s 8 LOM 
03 EaslNignldub 10 Fiel%woods 17 Liquor Store 24 S eaalty Store (rv. Fur. ow.) 29 Other Farm I 
04 Churcn/Syna o ueflsm le 11 GovernmentlPublIc Building 
05 Commerqdtf?ca 8uildkg 12 G!ocafy/Supermarket 
06 C o n m a o n  site 13 Highwa IfhtdlJUley 20 Residencwt%mr 
07 Convenienca Store 14 Hoteldtel/etc.* 21 Restaurant 

09 Dru Store/&. * s OnicelHorpital 16 Lakemeterway 23 SenncelGas &ition 

25 &or Unknown 

sceafy number of un- emer.d: 

28 Farm Buildings 

18 Parkin LoVGarage, . 
19 Rental%!ora e Facihty'26 OR #14 Park or #19 arrindicatod. 

Loss 
Code 

i - firearm (type not slated) 12 - handgun 13 - rifle 14 - ShOtgUn 15 - Other firearm 
1 1A - automaac firearm 
40 - hanar. fists. foot. etc. 50 - poison 60 - explosives 65 - fire 70 - nwwtics/arugs 

1 3  - automauc hanagun 13A - automauc rrfle 14A - aumnauc shotgun 

Mbthw of Entry: f f F -foroible 1 N- no force I Point of Entry: ( ] door ( ] window ( 1 roof [ 1 other 
i w c ~ a q  plopemy &de( uc 1 LIS l U Y  I UT 1 VIN I # Stolen I # Recaverea I 

Propemy Ettimated Item solen. seized. burned, lost. found, or destroyed Enimated Oateof ! 
&a0 Ouanuty Include Make. Model.  Size. Type, Serial P, Color, etc. Valu. Recovery I 

I .. . 
I 

I I I I I I I I I I 

I 1 I 
. .  

L o u  TOTAL 
SOdeS: 1 - none 2 - burned 3 - counterfeited 4 - damatmd/destroved 5 - recovered 6 seized 7 - stolen 8 - unknown VALUE 1 
Narratiw: I 

Property Codes: 
51 aircraft 
32 alconol 
33 auromotYiles 
W bicycIes 
Is buses 
E clotherflurs 

13 flrearms 
14 ambling sauipment 
15iLaW co r suuction/ 

mau via eauipment 
16 houaenold goods 
17 jewelry 
19 mercnandire 
20 money 
21 negouable instrumenta 
22 nonnegdable instruments 
23 otfia-type inatrumanta 
24 other mutor venlcfee 
25 purwhmdbagshvdleta 

I 

26 radiosCTVsNCh 37 trucks 54 other farm supplies ; 
27 reCordingr/audio/visual 5 vehicle pans/ 55 grun I 
28 recreational venlcies acce55ories 56 ~attl. ! 

I 29 rlrutures - sin I 29 watercraft 57 hogs 
O C t U O M C Y  0 Je?Irna 50 traclors 58 all other livestock 
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ARREST REPORT 
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I I I 

I 
I Loation ot Arrest (Skeet. City, State, Zip) 

#4 1 i I I ! 
~~ ~ 

Arrest Diooosttlon: [ ] Held [ ] Bail 
[ 1 Tot - Le [ 1 Released [ ] Other 

If out on release. what type? Arrested with acccrnplice(s) - Name 8 008 

I 
I Miran08 

biddltionac Inciaenb 
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W I V P l  ff A l R l S I  I CONlACI: 0 O N  -VIEW 
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DISPOSIIION OF A I R t S l  I CONlACI: 0 WANMtD IN D E .  0 IS. 10 P8oL / C W n  
WARRANT L DAIC 

m N a  IO: 0 w a  0 NOM -=a 0 OINU tu 0 onm 
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0 Am0 0 CLUB-BLACKJACK-KNUCU 

O I N l I  0 A u t 0  
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0 DRUNK 0 PROFANE 0 SUICIDAL REMARKS 

0. DRYKWG 0 LOUD 0 COOPERAWE 0 MULTULt INCIDIWT 

0 INJURED 0 RUDE. COMEATWE. BELLGERENI 0 OIHER 

0 IIESISIED 0 OKARRE BEHAVIOR 0 S I N U l  INCDEWT 

CAS€ NUMB11 WARRANI NUMBER LOCALCODE COUP1 DAIE OOND D A n  OF INCL)€NI S T A I I  STAIUIE DEICRlPllON 

I I 
VEHKLE VEAR MAKE MODEL SIYLE COLOR VINNUMBER LKENSE L SIAIE V U R  

IOWED OV DRIVER LOCATON OF KEYS LOCAION OF VEmCLE C ONDIIIDN 

OWNER ADDIESS 

RELEASED IO ADDRESS DAIE IlME 

ARRESIING OfFlCER 

I W G  OFFICER 

AIPERVOOR I APPROVING OFFKEA 

ID# 

D O c u ~  OMEDICAL RELEASE OCUSTODY SLIP OINCIDENT REPORT 

OJUDGE s NOTES OSIX-HOUS HOLD OEVIDENCE STORED 

0 0 0 D Y  RECEIPT ONTAS OPRINIS-PHOTO TAKEN 

, OCOMMllMENT ORDER 

OCOPY OF BOND 
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KANSAS STANDARD ARREST / JUVENILE REPORT ? A 6 E  OF 

PMU @@ 0 ClfV I COUWn MDINbNCI 
I 

I 

DlSCtWlIOII OFFINS€ I V  Slblyll NUMDII OFFINS1 II S T A l Y l l  NUMII I  DlSColnlON 
( 1 )  ( 4 )  

I I I 

P A R E N l l  G U A R D U N  NAME 

I I 

I 0 WON-StCUII CUIOOY c OLOCNELI~ c u  
H 0 NANDCUf€D bN0 SUP€tVISSD 0 0 O l H l t  

li 0 H A N O C W ~ 1 0  outel 

S l A I E  ZIP TELEPHONE NUMBER (WM) CllV ADDRESS iHOME) 

I 1 
w 

L 0 LOCNED IN ~ O O Y  Ow0 0 v t s  N ONOCU 

I I 

P A R E N I I  GUARDIAN I EMPLOYER NAME ADDRESS (WORK) ctrv S I A I E  ZIP I L E P H O N E  NUMEER (WORK) 

PAAENI I GVARDlhN NAME AOORESS (HOME) cirv S I A l E  ZIP IELEPHONE NUMUER (HCW) 

1 I I 

P h n E N I  I GUAROIAN I EMPLOV€R NAME AODRESS \WORK) CIIV S l A l E  ZIP IELEPHONE NUMOER (WORK) 

State of Kansas County, ss: 

I .  of lawful age, after first being duly sworn on oath, on information and belief states: 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this All of the events described herein occurred 

day of , 19- I within County. Kansas. 

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT. 

X 
IAIE . llME 

0 PAROLE 0 EOND 0 COURl ORDER 0 NOlhE 10 APPEAR 0 NO CHARGE FKEO 0 OInm 

ELEASING OFFICIAL / I\UlHORIlV 

A l l  E O N D  AGENT E O N 0  A M O U N I  P O S I E D  

I 
AIL . W E  OF FUIURE RELEASE A U l H O R I I V  

I 
OMMENIS 
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. - -  

I 
INSTRUMENT USED FOR ENTRY POINT OF ENTRY POINT OF EXIT 

0 1 . 0  KEY 5. 0 BOLT CUTER 9. o THROWN owEcT 9. 0 NOT APPLICABLE 9. NOT APPLICABLE 
F 2. 0 PRY TOOC 6. 0 CHOPPING TOOL 10.0 OTHER 1. 0 FRONT 2. 0 REAR 1. 0 F R ~  2. 0 REAR 2 3. 0 SAW1 DRILL 7. 0 VISE GRIPS 11.0 NOT APPLICABLE 3. 0 SIDE 4. 0 ROOF 3. 0 SIDE 4. 0 ROOF 

4. 0 HAMMER 8. 0 PHYSICALFORCE g ,  

' 1 PAGE OF 

PREMISE NEIGHBORHOOD 

s. 0 SUBURBAN/RESlDENCE 
8. 0 URBAN I BUSINESS / COMMERCIAL 
U. 0 UNINHABITED 
N. 0 NOTAPPLICABLE 

R. 0 R W i  FARM /AGRICULTURE 

. 0 YES 3. 0 AlTEMPTED 5 . 0  PEELED 7. 0 COMBINATION KNOWN 
z o NO 4. o REMOVED 6. o EXPLODED 9. a NOT APPLICABLE 

I 

INCIDENT ACTIVITY 
S. 0 DRIVE BY SHOOTING 

N. 0 NOT APPLICABLE 
-KT J. 0 OWJACKING e *111 

MONIKERS I ALIAS 
I I 

I 
c + 
U 
W 
L 

5 
D 

NAME. LAST FIRST M l D W  

ADDRESS: STREET CITY STATE ZIP 

TELEPHONE NUMBER (HOME ) RACE SEX ETHNlCllY RESIN-RES. AGE DATE OF BIRTH (MMDDCCYY) HElGM WEIGHT 

EMPLOYERISCHOOL ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER (WOR 

'MONIKERS I ALIAS 

-ADDITIONAL SUSPECT DESCRIPTORS 

SUSPECT VEHICLE: MAKE YEAR MODEL COLOR VEHICLE S I Y E  

LICENSE NUMBER YEAR STATE VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER OTHER 

NAME: LAST FIRST MIODLE 

ADDRESS: STREET CITY STATE ZIP 

Y I U t N L t  lNrUHMAlllJN 
0 NONE a SUBMIlTED a RETAINED BY VICTIM 0 RETAINED BY OFFEER 0 RETAINED BY INVESTGATWE AGENCY 0 T W F E R  TO OTHER AGENCY 

0 OTHER 

RACE SEX ETHNlCllY RESIN-RES. AGE DATE OF BIRTH (MMODCCW) HEIGHT WEIGHT HAIR EYES TELEPHONE NUMBER (HOME ) 

PLOYERISCHOOC ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER (WORWSCHOO 

~ 

4IDENCE OeTAJNED 
0 LATENTPRINTS 0 WEAPONS I TOOtS 0 SEXUAL ASSAULT KIT 0 STAINS 
0 OTHERPRINTS 0 PHOTOS 0 HAIR 0 BLOOD 

1 

0 SEMEN 
0 DOCUMENTS 

SUSPECT VEHICLE: MAKE 

0 DRUGS 
0 ALCOHOL 

YEAR MOOEL COLOR VEHICLE STYLE 

UCENSE NUMBER YEAR STATE VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER OTHER 

EVIDENCE COLLECTOR LOCATION STORED 
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0 INITIAL 0 DELETE KANSAS STANDARD OFFENSE REPORT PAGE OF 
FRONT PAGE OPEN PUBLIC RECORD 0 MODIFY A00 

0 ON VIEW 0 DISPATCHED 
0 CITIZEN 

KS AGENCY OR1 NUMBER CASE NUMBER NAME OF AGENCY 

DATE OFFENSE STARTED (MMODCCYY) TIME (HHMM) DATE OFFENSE ENDED (MMDDCCYY) TIME (HHMM) DATE OF REPORT (MMDDCCW) 

I 1 

EXCEPTIONALCLEARANCE DATE (MMOoCCYY) EXCEPTIONAL A 0  DEATHOFOFFENOER 8 .0  PROSECUTlON DENIED C. 0 €%TRAMTION OENIE 
CLEARANCE 0.0 VICTIM REFUSES TO TESTIFY E. 0 JUVENILE. NO CUSTODY N. 0 NOT APPLICABLE 

REPORT TIME REPORTCD TIME ARRIVED I TIMECLEARED LOCATION OF OFFENSE AREA 

I I 

PREMISE I OF PREM HATE/BIAS CAMPUS CODE METHOD OF ENTRY 
F . 0  FORCE 

I I I I N.i i  NOFORCE 
TYPE OF FORCE I W W O N  

1. 0 F,REARM 0 AUTO 
12. OHANDGUN 0 AUTO 

U. 0 COIN MACHINE 
WPE OF THEFl 

3 .  0 FROM BUILDING V. 0 MOTOR VEHICLE 
4 0 M V PARTS & ACC. F. [7 THEFT FROM M V 

1. 0 POSS. STOLEN PROP. I - oSHOPUFTlNG 0.0 A U  OTHER 13. 0 RIFLE 0 AUTO 

5. 0 PURSE SNATCHING 
1. 0 EMBEZZLEMENT 

3. o Pocmmctaffi N. NOT APPUCABLE 14. SHOTGUN AUTO 

15. 0 OTHER FIREARM 
0 AUTO 

oKNIFEICUT 
30. 0 BLUNT OeJECT 
35. 0 MOTOR VEHICLE 
40. 0 PERSONAL WEAPON 
50. OPOlSON 
60. OEXPLOSIVE 

IFFENOER SUSPECTED OF USING (SELECT UP TO 3) 
L 0 ALCOHOL 
>. 0 COMPUTER EOUIP. 
). DRUGS 1 NARconcs 

YPE OF CRIMINAL ACTIVITY 
(SELECT UP TO 31 

' 

N. 0 NOT ~ p p u c m ~ ~  

I 
YPE OF VICTIM 

I 
CHAPTER SECTION SUB1 SUB2 

0 ATTEMPTED 0 AIOlABfl 
0 COMPLETED 0 C O N S P l M  

DESCRIPTION 0 souwTATIol 

I I 
PREMISE I OF PREM. HATWIAS CAMPUS CODE METHOD OF ENTRY 

F.O FORCE 
N . 0  NOFORCE 1 
I TYPE OF FORCE I TYPE OF THER 

A OALCOHOL N. 0 NOTAPPUCABLE 

40. 

TYPE OF CRIMINAL ACTIVITY 50. 
(SELECT UP TO 3) 60. 

85 0. 0 BWING I RECEMNG 

c. D. 0 CULTIMANVIPUBL DISTISEUING P . 0  POSSESS/cONC% 70. 

E. 0 EXPLOIT. CHILDREN T' TRANSITRANSWT' 85. 
0. 0 OPER I PROMOTE I u, 0 USING I CONSUMING 90. 

95. 
99. LOCAL CODE 

IMPORT 

ASSIST 

0 KNIFE I CUT INSTR 
0 BLUNT OBJECT 
0 MOTOR VEHICLE 
0 PERSONAL WEAPON 
.o PCnSoN 
0 MPLOSlM 
OFIRE I lNCl0 I OMCE 
0 DRUGS I NARC. 
0 ASPHYXIATION 
D omm 
0 UNKNOWN 
0 NONE 

I I 
VICTIM OF OFFENSE NUMBER (CIRCLE) 

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. IO. 0- INDIV~OIJAL s. 0 S O C I ~  1 PUBUC R. 0 RELlGlOUSORGANlZATION 0. 0 OTHER 
.o BUSINESS F. 0 FlNANClALlNSTlTUTlON 0.0 GOVERNMENT U. 0 UNKNOWN 

uy: LAST FIRIT MlwLE 

ELEPHONE NUMBER (HOME ) RACE SEX ETHNlClTY RES. IN-  RES. AGE DATE OF BIRTH (MMDOCCIY) HEIGHT WEIGHT W R  EYES 

RIVERS UCENSE NUMBER D L STATE SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER EMPLOYER I SCHOOL 

ELEPHONE NUMBER (WORWSCHOOL) ADDRESS: STREET CITY STATE ZIP 

IRCUM. AGG ASLT/BATTERY (MAX 2) VICTIMS RELATIONSHIP TO CORRESPONDING SUSPECT NUMBER (INDICATE A U  SUSPECTS) 
1. 2 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10. 1. 2 3. 4. 5. 

WE: W T  FIRST MIOOLE ADDRESS: STREET CITY STATE ZIP 

TYPE OF INJURY (MAX 5) 

I 
I 

CLEPHONE NUMBER ( HOME) RACE SEX ETHNICIN RESJN- RES. AGE DATE OF BIRTH (MMDOCCYY) HEIGHT WEIGHT WJR EYES 

APLOYER I SCHOOL ADDRESS: STREET CITY STATE ZIP TELEPHONE NUMBER (WORWSCHW 

a = UNKNOW PE PRWERTV LOSS 1 = NONE 2 = EURMED 3 i COUNTERFEITED I FORGERY 4 = DESTROIEO / DAYAGED / V A N O A M D  5 = RECOVERED = S E m 0  7 - STOLEN 

F€ LCSS PROPERTY / DESCRIPTION I SUSPECTED DRUG TYPE ESTIMATED FRACTION TVPE ORUG MEASURE VALUE DATE RECOMREO 
DRUG coo€ 0UANnl-f 

I 

PROPERTV TOTAL GOFFICER Bclw /ID DATE COPIES TO: 
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I 
@ WT. 10 101. 11 EYE 12 NM 13 amma 14 

II) SCARS a MARKS Q TATOOS [II AMPUTATIONS 

1@ SIN 17 DATE Of BIRTH '' AGE '@ NISCELUNEOUS ID # - - U D Y I l l  
In D L I  In nr  121 FINGERPRINT CLASS KEY NAJOR PRINARY SCDV IUD-SECONDUV fINU _. 

F 

F! 
H E N R Y C W J  , 

NClC C W J  
E 2 4 f U I  P I I 

a OCCUPATION (BE SPECIFIC1 a [II RESICENT n NONE ADDRESS (STREET. CIlV. STATE, W) RESIDENCE PMONE 

lp NON-RESIDENT 0 I 
a EMPLOYER (NINE O f  CONPANY/SCNOOL) J1 DUSINESS ADDRESS (STREET. C m .  STATE. ZIP) 32 DUSINESS PHONE 

0 I 
n LOCATION of A n n E n  (ainErr. cm. a i a i &  ZIC) 1m SECTOR # I 

c 
PD 
W 

4 
a a 

OTHER FIRURN 

p j  OTHERWEAPOW 

HELD &I TOT-LE WHAT TYPE7 
BLJL Ql OTHER 

0 CONTINUED IN NARRATIVE 

n i i u s m  m JUVENILE [II HANDLED AND R E L W E D  L9 REF. TO WELFARE AGENCY m REF. TO ADULT COURT 
Dismamott [21 REF. TO JUVENILE COURT [II REF. TO OTHER POLICE AGENCY 

M PARENT OR GUARDIAN ( U T .  flRST. MIDDLE NUIC) 05 ADDRE- (STREET. CITY. STATE. Zlg w PHON€ 

o 
PARENTS EMPLOYER OCCUPATtON 88 ADDRESS (STREET. CITY, S T A X  ZIP) PHONE 

0 
L I I 

m DATE AND TIME OF R E L W C  RELEASlNa DFfICER NAUE m AGENCY/DIVISKHI ID# 
M D Y D A M  Q MIL. 

0 PU 

n AGENCY ADDREU RELUSED TO: AGENCY/DlVISION 

1 
D l  PERSONAL PROPERlV RELEASED TO ARREST€€ 88 P n o p E n n  NOT RELuaEDrnEm AT: PROPERTY# 
[II YES [p NO 0 PARTIAL 

101 REMARKS (NOTE ANY INJURIES AT TINE Of R E L W E )  

TYPE OR PRINT IN BLACK INK ONLY ACJIC--34 REV. 10-90 
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OFFICERS WORK PRODUCT MAY NOT BE PUBLIC INFORMATION 

ADDITIONAL ARREST 
NARRATIVE CONTINUED 

l*rDATE AND TIME O f  ARREST m w 1WCASEI **wsFx 
Y D Y 0 -  

Q m  I I I I I I I  

I t  
0 cONTINUE ON ADDITIONAL SUPPLEMENT 
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M 
5 SFX 1 1 oniu 2 AGENCY WANE 3 OATE AN0 TlYE OF REPORT [II bY 4 

I I I I I I  0 V : m u  
I l l  I 0 -  I I I I I ,  I I 

VKTIY'S NAYE [ORIGINAL REWRr) 7 onmiN&L OFFENSE DATE ' T~PE REPORT 
M D 0 CONTINUATKIN 0 FOLLOW-UP 
I I I I  
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I I I I  

I I  I 
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W 
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Y" un CoDl WHERE? WHERE? 

Y lECOVEREO IN YOUR JURISOICTIOW a ' 
~ ~~ ~ 

MULTl%E n CASE# 

I I I I I I I I  I I I I I I I I  I I I I I I 1 I  

EXCEPTIONAL CLEARANCE: 

C A W  
CLOSLD 

" CASE 45 CAUE mu u REPORTING OFFICEII 
2 STATU8 D IsPoSlm.  

SUSPECTIOFFENOER OEAD 
@ OTHER PROSECUTIOU 
0 EXTRADITION DENIED 

LACK OF PROSECUTION 
JUVENILE. NO REFERRAL 

m DEATH OF VICTIM 

ID # ASSISTING OrFICEll 
[II CLEAREOBY 

Q CLEAREOBV 
ARREST [JUV.) 

ARREST (ADULT) SUPERV~SOR APPRoVIL ID 4s w T c n  CuDn. ID # 

UNFOUNMO 

~~~ ~ 
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47 LIGMllWO a WEATNER PREMISE s8 coo. 
[I] CLEAR S W - S l - A L L E Y  BANK 

M D V DRVGSTORE 

M D V CHURCH a JHOPPING~EMR 
I 19 SCHOOL P*RKINGLOT 

I I 15. i !JB~Iya~@~~yL Q CLOUDV ga @ RAILROAD RESIDENCE Q APT/NVN.MS€ 

OCCURRED ON OR BETWEEW 

I I  
,"E I S2 TINE (9 ART.UTT. 

Q SNOW 
Q CONVENIENCE OTHERCOWER. 

: iE. hBmmam9:;::~. 
b4 VERlnFOR [II V 51 TREAT.FO1 [I] V % ClRCUMSlAWQS I i O O u I C I D L ~ ~ l J L l  n CODE HAIL 

I I  
p1 UNK. .a INDUSTRIAL 0 OTHER 

RAPE E M N  L?J N RbPE INJURT [P N LOCATION R A E  fl SERVICESTA 
u WUPOW USED 151 DESCRlPTlOU OF wEAPO~aiF lRURMaf rooLS USED I W  OFfEWIL [I1 HANDGUN RIFLE (9 SHOTGUN l3l UNKNOWN 

~ - 
[I] FIREARM 
Q KNIFE OTHER OANGEROUS DESCRIBE: 

HANDS. FISTS, VOICE. R C .  

OUAWTIN STOLEN. RECOV€RED. LOST. FOUWD OR DESTROVED (INCLUDE MAKE. DOLLAR V U U E  a n E c o v E n m  
MODEL SIZE. T IP€ SERIAL NUMBER. COLOR.ETC.) 

STOLEN I DAMAGED I DATE I VALUE 

@ SUPPLEMEWI 

I 
ACJIC--32 REV. 6-04 TYPE OR PRINT IN BLACK INK 

0 COWTIWUED IW W A R R I T M  

MOTOR VEHICLE la cunnwcv. NOTES IM JEWXUT 1.) CLOTHIUGIFUIIS FIREARNS In OFFH;E EOUIWEWI 
S S S S S S 
R R R R R R 

D D D D 0 0 

C C C C 
ELECTROWICI 171 HOUSEHOLD In COWSUMABLE GOODS 173 LIVESTOQ( MISCELLAWCOUS 

R I  . I  R I  R I  R 

C C r C C 
1 CHECK CbT€GORIU 

[I] STOLEN (ZI RECOVERED Q SUSPECTS VEH. @ VICTIMS VEM. UNAUTH. USE [lo ABANWNED 

I ISTOUW n LIC LU. 78 W. WTAGCOLOl l  WN 

I I I I I  87 bDOITIOWU 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  DESCRIPTION 

TOP 
BOTTOM: 

1 n n  83 VNA v y o  Val M v c o  

1OLEW MTR. M AREA STOLEW " OWWERWIP [I] TAG RECEIPT wAnnbm SIGNED 

VEH ONLT [I] BUS. L?J RES. Q RUR. , VERlFlEDSR 8 y$:rsIg oTHER e l e l "  
I &UT0 INSURLR WANE (CONPANI) ADDRESS (STREET. CilT.STATE, ZIC) = P n o m  

0 
1 

M RECOVERED I W  VOUR JURIS0lCTIO"I no1 mr N STOLEW IW YOUR JURISOICIION7 Lz] 
COVClT -1 
brvnri 1011 WHERE? WHERE? 

1 

I I I 
INCHES 2 

I 
3 

I 
4 

I 
5 

I 
6 
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EPORTCONTINUED 1 f I [ 
SE m DATE AND TIME OF REPORT 

I 
ARRESTED 

131 CLOTMINO 

121 WANTED 
Q SCARS 111 MARKS [I) TATOOS 

87 IfI Y OFFENDER @ CHECK IF MULTIPLE 

' 8 MIL. I I I I I  I SUSPECT 1 f l  MISSINGPERSON 

W 5 
L 
E < 
L 

1m NICINAYEIALIAS 

ADDRESS (STREET. CllY, STATE, ZIP) 1w HOT 
, I  

$11 PROBABLE DCSTtNATlON 

l l l l l l  I .  

MULTIPLE 1.0 CUE * 
C U E S  
CLOSED 1 1 I I I I I I  I I I I I I  I I I I t I  

1- REPORTINO OFFICER ma 

WE ASSISTINO OFFICER ID a 

@ EXCEPTIONAL CLURANCE 
1- CASE 

DIsPo~noN 
81 SUSPECTfOFFENDER DEAD 

C W E D B Y  81 OTHER PROSECUTION 
ARREST (JUV ) a EXTRADITION DENIED 

81 LACK OF PROSECUTION 
ARREST (ADULT) 

c [p CLOSE0 cn ENTERED a CLEAREDEY 

DATE ' (g UNFOUNDED (9 JUVENILE NO REFERRAL 1st suPEnvtaoft APPROVIL IO WATCH cuon. me 
A W W C I C  0 f 

ADM.CLEARED IE] DEATH OF VICTIM 

101 RACE i m s ~ x  la DOE 104 AOE 
m: '9: [ I )M Q F  M D Y 

I 
107 WOT EVE 101 wun 110 COYPLUION 

112 MYED? 113 WON 

Q Y  l p N  B U N K  
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RELATIOWSHIP OF VICTIM TO OFFENDER 

FOR CMMICIOE, RAPE AN0 RSSAULT,ROBBERY ( If v i c t i m  
is per son)  

Husband 
Wife 
Common-1 aw Husband 
Common-law Wife 
Father 
Mother 
Son 
Oaugh t e r  
Brother 
S i s t e r  

. fn-Law 
Step-Father 
5 tep-Hother 
5 tep-Son 
Step-Uaugh ter 
Other Fami 7y 
Nei g hba r 
Acquaintance . 
Eoyfri end 
Girlfriend 
Ex-Boyfri end 
Ex-Gir T friend 
Ex-Husband . 
E x - W i  f e 
a l p 1  oyec 
Emp 1 oyer 
Friend 
HomSexua 1 ReT ations h i  p 
5 tranger 

Cusbmer 
C7 e W C a t h i e t  
Co-worker 
Worker Del i very/SeFvicc 
Teacher/S tudent 
Child i n  CormPn 

. Unknown 

Hu 
UI 
CH 
cw 
FA 
HO 
so 
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6R 

I1 
SF 
SM 
55 
SO 
OF 
NE 
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BF 
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XH 
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€E 
€9 
Fa 
HO 
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a 
cu 
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TS 
cc 

sr 
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a 
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02 
03 
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05 1 
06 
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08 
09 
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13 
14 
15 
16 
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19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
2.9 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
3s 
36 
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IDENT. E- 1 
NUMBER OFFENSE 

NAME 

AGENCY 

' OFFENSE Prepared by/ 

-. 
.. -- !7 I 1311 331 351 

I. 5. 6. 7. 
OCCURRED LOCATION CODE 

1 

;II 
0. 
rRTlCLE 

TYPE 
CODE 

Page 

LOSS RECOVERED 

5L.L 
! 55 

17 
35 
04 

75 

9 
17 

VALUE VALUE 

I 

I 

4ob I 

a 17 
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ARREST CODE CASE. ARREST OR _____._ ~ I CITATION NUMBER ARREST NAME 

I 7 4  J 

\ 

\ 124 

'ARREST 

I 

\ 

t 

-v I. I ' R  

OFFICER I ; I : A  
: C  
, E  IENTIFICATION 

I I 

51 I 
11. 

DATE OF 

BIRTH 

\ w 1 4  

071757 

0-73 79 

D7297\ 

12. 13. 
iRST JUV 
WPE DlSP 
:ODE T ODE 

COURT 

CHARGE 

- 
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r: r' 

6. date 5. town code 
(of offense) (of offense) 

CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 
DIVISION OF STATE POLICE 
CRIMES ANALYSIS UNIT 
SP-230-C (Rev. 7/86) 

7. time - military 
(of offense) 

1. arrest 
y or n 

C. other dangerous 
D. hands, fists, etc. 

WEAPON CODES A. gun 
6. knife 

2. i f  zero reporting enter 
time covered 

9. enter number of weapon(s) A. __ C. - 
used by type B. - 0. - 

I 

OFFENSE CODES A. homicide 
6. assault 
C. kidnapping 

I I 

FL 

I I 

3. dept. case # 

11. status 

- 

- - ~ _ _  

UllLY VIOLENCE OFFENSE' REPORT 

12. last name 13. first name 

4. police dept. (local pd's only) 

y or n y or n 

22. blank 

, 

I 
23. blank 

I CTL. NUMBER - OFFICE USE C 

0. sexual assault 
E. criminal mischief 
F. risk of injury to minor 1. other 

G. breach of peace 
H. disorderly conduct 

8. enter appropriate letter for type of offense - 

INJURY CODES A. physical injury 6. physical injury 
SERIOUS MINOR C. non-physical 1 10. enter appropriate letter for type of injury - 

~~ 

I 

STATUS CODES V. = victim(s) 0. = offender(s) 8. = both (when both parties are arrested) 

14. mi 15. sex m-f 18. dob 

I 

together, having lived together. 
I& a child) 

17. relationship of VICTIM to offender 

If victim, enter appropriate letter - 

il victim, enter appropriate letter - 

if victim, enter appropriate letter - 

i f  victim, enter appropriate letter - 

if victim, enter appropriate letter - 
I 21. blank 

I 27. date of renort 3R cimondcnr'c rtnndiir-Ir-rb 25. officer's namelrank 26. badge number 
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WEAPON TYPE 
2 KNlFECUrnNGTOOC 

3 WNDSIFIST.ETC 

1. WERE CHILDREN INVOLVED? 0 YES 0 NO 
2. WAS ACT COMMITTED WITH CHILDREN PRESENT? 

3. NUMBER OF PREVIOUS COMPLAINTS AS ADVISED BY VICTIM: 0 0 0 1-5 0 6-10 MORE THAN 10 0 UNKNOWN 
4. EXISTENCE OF PRIOR COURT ORDERS: 0 YES 0 NO 0 UNKNOWN 
5. WAS VICTIM ADVISED OF AVAILABLE REMEDIES AND SERVICES? 

YES NO 

0 YES 0 NO 

FOR THE FOLLOWING ITEMS CHECK ALL THAT APPLY 

PE AND EXTENT OF ALLEGED ABUSE BY THE PRIMARY AGGRESSOR: 0 1 - FATAL INJURY 2 - PERMANENT PHYSICAL DISABILITY - TEMPORARY DISABILITY 0 4 - BROKEN BONES 0 5 - GUN / KNIFE WOUNDS 6 - SUPERFICIAL INJURIES 6@l - PROPERTY DAMAGE / THEFT 0 8 - THREATS 0 9 - ABUSIVE LANGUAGE 0 10 - SEXUAL ABUSE 0 11 - OTHER 

7. POLICE ACTION TAKEN: 0 1 - ARREST 0 2 - CITATION 0 3 - SEPARATION 0 4 - MEDIATION 0 5 - OTHER 6 - NONE 
IF NO ARREST MADE. WHY NOT? 
0 3 - INSUFFICIENT PROBABLE CAUSE 

0 1 - JUVENILE 2 - PRIMARY AGGRESSOR WAS NOT AT THE SCENE 
0 4 - OTHER REASON(S) 

8. HOW WAS PRIMARY AGGRESSOR IDENTIFIED? 0 1 - PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 0 2 - TESTIMONIAL EVIDENCE 0 3 - OTHER 

9. DID INVESTIGATION INDICATE THAT SUBSTANCE ABUSE WAS INVOLVED? 0 YES 0 NO 
IF YES, INDICATE SUESTANCE(S) USED BY PRIMARY AGGRESSOR(A) AND/OR VICTIM(V): 
A: 0 1 - DRUGS 0 2 - ALCOHOL V: 3 - DRUGS 0 4 - ALCOHOL 

10. RELATIONSHIP OF PRIMARY AGGRESSOR TO VICTIM(S): 0 1 - PRESENT SPOUSE 0 2 - FORMER SPOUSE 0 3 - PARENT 
0 4 - CHILD 
0 9 - NONE OF THE AVOVE, BUT LIVES IN SAME HOUSEHOLD OR FORMERLY LIVED IN HOUSEHOLD. 

0 5 - STEPPARENT 0 6 - STEPCHILD 0 7 - FOSTER PARENT 0 8 - FOSTER CHILD 

: PHONENUMBER 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  1 I I : ! I I 1  1 I I I ! ! I I ! ! ! I I prH+ttl 

NAMES ADDRESS 

REOUIRED DATA FIELDS 
FORCLEARANCEREPORT 0 CLEARED BY ARREST 0 EXCEPTIONALLY CLEARED 0 UNFOUNDED 

DATE OF CLEARANCE [m 0 ADULT 0 JUVENILE 

I I 
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Age codes 
NIu unoer 2n hours old 
NB 1 fo ldsyadd 
88 ? to 364 dap old 
01 - 98 Yews in Age 
99 Ovsr9SYeanoiAge 
00 Unknown 

scx co- 
M W e  
F Fernah 
u unkngwn 

hc. cod.$ 
A AsianlPacincUander 
e Black 
H HkpMk 
1 Amerrcan IndWNaskan N m  
W W N l s  u unknown 

8 
T 
0 
M 
N 
I 
L 
U 
U 
S 

11 
12 
13 - 14 
1s 
16 
'IT 
18 
25 
30 
35 
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AOEUCY tntmimu I 

I SKE RHVKRL 

FORWARD BY TIE 7TII DAY AFTER TIm END OF EACH MONTH TO: 

DEPARTMENT OF MARYLAND STATE POLICE 
CENTRAL RECORDS DIVISION -UCR SECTION Page of 

DAY 
01 

W I K K  

?rrtmant Reporting 

19 
aort for Xonth of 

? 30-33 (1-96) 

I I I I 
TIID 

HOUR 
onLr 

X 

a 
Data of Report 

Prapared By Talephone Number 

Haad of Dep8rtmant 

M Y L A N D  UCR COPY 
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SDAR CODES 
a 

FORM : 1 = Original information 
3 = Corrective or Supplemental information 

PRIMARY FILE CLASS: 
0900-1 = Murder 
1300.1 = Non-aggravated Assault 
1300-2 = Aggravated Assau!: 
3800-1 = Family Offenses - Abuse or Neglect 

SCENE: 6 = Residence 8 Other 
RACE : I = White 

2 Latin American 
3 - Black 
4 = Indian 

SEX : 1 =Male 
2 = Female 

5 = Chinese 
6 - Japanese 
8 = All Other 
9 - Unknown 

9 3 Unknown 

SEVERITY OF INJURY OF VICTIM: 
1 = Fatal 
2 = Incapacitating injury 
3 - Non-incapacitating injury 
4 = Possible injury 
5 = No injury 

VICTIM/OFFENDER RELATIONSHIP (VOR): 
1 = Family 
2 = Friend 

6 = Spocse 

WEAPON: 1 I = Handgun 
12 = Long gun (rifle, shotgun) 
13 = Cutling instrument (knife, razor) 
14 = Blunt object (club, hammer, rock) 
15 = Personal (hands, fist, feet) 

17 = Explosives 
18 - Other 
19 = Unknown 

. ' 16 = Chemical substance (poison) 

SUBJECT STATUS: 

1 = Arrested 3 - Not arrested 

ARREST CHARGE: 
0900 - 1 Murder: 

0901 =!Villful killing - family - gun 
0902 = \"lillful killing - family - other weapon 
09031 Vv'illful killing - nonfamily - gun 
0904 = Will!uf k'lling - nonfamily - other weapon 

1313.: Assault and Battery/Simp'e assault 
1316 = Intimidation 
1373 = Pointing a gun in jest 
1374 - Discharging a firearm a t  another, 

without malice 
1375 - Firearm, injury by pointing, 

without malice 

1300- 1 Non-aggravat ed Assault: 

1300-2 Aggravated Assault: 
1301 - Family - gun 
1302 5 Family - other weapon 
1303 = Family nrong arm 
1304 = Nonfamily - gun 
1305 = Nonfamily - other weapon 
1306 = Nonfamily - strong arm 

3800-1 Family Offenses - Abuse or Neglect: 
3802 = Cruelty loward child 
3803 = Ctueltv toward wife 
3806 = Neglect - child 
3899 = Family onen* - other 

- .  
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STATE OF NEVADA 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE STATISTICAL FORM 

Reportlng Agmncy Incldent)C8r8 U Date of InCldrnt nmS of Incident Taw- Total 0- 

c 

Sex, Age and Race Instnrctjons 

Vlldlm 11 Vlctlm n Offender fl  Offender n 

M R t  

Bkck 

Am. Indian 

A8hn 

Unknown 

Suspicion of Alcohol or Drug Use 

Y n  

No 

Injuries 

I I Vktlm #l V l d m  r# 

1 Sovom 

I Modtnh  

I Minor 

No Vldblo 

Offender #l Offender 112 

YO8 

No 

Seven I 

I - 
Medlcal Attention 

Vlctlm #l Vidlm #2 

FiQ 

Refused Aid 

Otfendsr Ul OWender firl 

Horpiul 

F& A# 

Re bssd Aid 

Alcohol or Drug Urn. 

Place e check mark acoordhg to In&- 
m a b n p M a n d  obsrmllcnr me. 
'Ihk k momtythm~ rubpdivm op&t&n or 
th o h r .  Ifthorn b dou#orvlcsmhty, 
t)rs *ck mrk should k pkerd M X I  
lo 'No". 
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Vlctlm Rslstlonrhlp to Oflender 

Vlctlm I1 a2 

Paren( 

C N d  

Blood Relake 

Rshbd by Maknlrgo 

CorUbnint 

Formor Cohsblrnt 
- 
- Chi# In Common 

Dating Psbllonohlp - 

Determlnatlon of P r l m y  AgQtet80r 

UBI Fubrn tnjury 

ob. SblemeNc 

-~ ~ 

Restrrlnlng Order In Effect 

Oflender I1 m 

YO8 

No 

Hamgun 

OIhar Flrcrnn 

W O  

Blunt Object - 

Crlme A8ioclated Wllh lncldent 

Offender 1 1  I2 

Anon 

Chlld Ab- 

Concealed mapan 

Faho Imprisonment 

HJnawncnI 

Larceny 

Murder 

Propsrty OerlrudPn 

Suus1 Assaull 

Sblkkrg 

rrespsrlng 

No Arre9i-MltlQatlng Circumstances 

Offender I 1  a 2  

No Evidrncr of l n J q  

Apgnar. Un0tbnnin.d 

Gone Upon A w l  

No1 Reponed In 24 ha. 

Othcr (describe) 

I Chlldren Present 

Yes 

No 

Instnrctlons 

h o d  

lndkpta Wthor or not In amst  was 
md. for INS lncldmrd lor o ich  of- 
hnd.r. 

fbrbalnlng Ordn In E M  

tndiata U a mstnhlng order ri )c\ cf- 
(brl lor each ofbndor hoked. 

Chlldrcn Presanl 

lndlub whemr or nol chlldnn 
w e n  prawnt during the Mdenl. 

Na . .- Addltlonnl Repon Pages for T h l S  Incident? Yes 
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a IHI c w r  IYCVV Jcnac T, utrHn I IVICIY I ur LHVV HIYU ruuLib acIrc I T 

SUPPLEMENTARY DOMESTIC VIOLENCE OFFENSE REPORT 
(2) MUNICIPALITY (3) IMUN. CODE NO. (4) SP STATION (5) CODE (6) DEPARTMENT PHONE NUMBER 

I l l  0 m. 
(7) OFFENSE DATE (8) CIRCLE DAY CODE (9) MILITARY TIME (10) TOTALTIME SPENT (I 1) ALCOHOL INVOLVED (12) OTHER DRUGS 

OFFENSE/ 

S M T W T H F S  
1 2 3 d  5 6 7  

2.ASSAULT 

3.TERRORISTIC THREATS 

4. KIDNAPPING 

5. CRIMINAL RESTRAINT 

(Enter Approx.Tirne If Unknown) INVOLVED _ _  YES 0 YES 0 HRS. HR. MIN. 

6. FALSE IMPRISONMENT I I 

e - 1- - L - 
(13) VICTIMS NAME 

(19) RELATIONSHIP 
VICTIM TO OFFENDER 1 AcLl 

VICTIM 
ETHNlClW 

MALE 0 1 2 0 A-HISPANIC 
( I4)  AGE SEX RACE CODE 

Enter Approx. 
Age i f  Unknown 0 FEMALE 0 3 4 0 8 -  NON-HISPANIC 

I 

OFFENDER (Must be 18 yrs old or emancipated) 
SEX RACE CODE ETHNlClTY , (") AGE 

MA!.E 0 1 2 0 A-HISPANIC 

FEMALE 0 3 4 0 B - NON-HISPANIC 
Enter Appm. 
Age if Unknown 

1. VICTIM ISTHE 
SPOUSE 

(16) ISVICTIM PREGNANT? (17) IS VICTIM DISABLED? 

YES 0 PSYCHoLOGlcAL 0 
IF YES. CHECK ONE PHYSICAL 0 

YES 0 

I 

2. VICTIM IS THE 
EX-SPOUSE I I 

13. HARASSMENT 

14. STALKING 
7 

I I  3. VICTIM ISA 
CO-PARENT 

(30) ENTER NUMBER OF DEATHS COMPLETE ONLY IF BLOCK 30 IS OTHER THAN ZERO 

ADULT DEATHS 

(3) DIDOFFENDERCOMM~SUICIDE? (W' )  
OTHERTHAN A HOMICIDE 
VICTIM. IF NONE, ENTER 0 

(31) ENTER NUMBER OF ASSOCIATED 

MALE 1-1 FEMALE 17 MALE 1-1 FEMALE 1-1 
(32) ENTER NUMBER OF ASSOCIATED 

JUVENILE DEATHS YES 

(35) 
U 

(34) HAVE VICTIM AND OFFENDER EVER BEEN INVOLVED IN A DATING 
RELATIONSHIP? (Applies only to relationships afIer August 11, 1994) (w') YES 0 

5. VICTIM IS A FRIEND 

(38) BADGE NO. (39) DATE COMPLETED: (40) REVIEWED BY: 

(42) (43) 

6. VICTIM IS AN 
EX-FRIEND I 

J 

(4 
ONE (25) OFFENDER 

1 

11.BURGLARY I 
I 12. CRIMINAL TRESPASS I I 

DEGREE OF INJURY FROM WEAPON USED 

(CHECK ONLY ONE) 

(26) CHILDREN WERE: (/) (1 1 (2) 
INVOLVED 0 PRESENT 0 

PRIOR COURT ORDERS (J) 1. IS A PRESENT 
HOUSEHOLD MEMBER 

2. ISAFORMER . 
HOUSEHOLDMEMBER 

3. NEVER RESIDED WITH 

(29) IF VICTIM IS DISABLED OR 60 YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER. WAS 
CRIMINAL NEGLECT ALSO INVOLVED (%24-8)? (W')  

VICTIM YES 0 

I I 
I I 
I I 
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A. PL'RPOSE OFTHE REPORT: 
The Supp1emen:ary DomesticViolence Offense Report shall be usecf to report any of the fourteen listad acts of domestic violence inflicted upon a 
person who is 18 years of age or older or who Is an emancipated minor and who has been subjec!ed to domestic violenca b y  a $DOUSe. former spouse. 
or any other person (at least 18 years old or emancipated) who is a present or former Iicusehcfd member, or any person regardiess cf age ai:h ..*dhcm 
Ihe victim has a child or pregnancy in common.Victim Of domestic violence also includes any person with whom the victim has had a dating relationship. 
when the offender is at least 7 8 years old or emancipated. Child abcse cornplaints are nor to be reported on this farm.The acts of domestic violence srs: 

1. Homicide 4. Kidnapping 7. Sexual assault 10. C;iminai Mischief 13. Ha:assme!it 
2. Assault 5. Criminal fiestraint a. Criminal Sexual Contact 11. Burglary 14. Stalking .I 3. TerroristicThreats 6. False Imprisonment 9. Lewdness i2. Crininzl Trespass 

It shall be the responsibility of a law enforcement officer who responds to a domestic violence call to comple/e this report. 

8. MECHANICS: 
7 .  
2. Routing: 

This report may be ball pointed (block printed) or typed. 

a. Original-First Copy: 

b. Second Copy: County Bureau of Identification (Forward directly to the County Bureau of Identification). 
c. Third Copy: MunicipaVSuperior Court (Forward directly to the Municipal or Superior Court). 
d. Fourth Copy: Contributots Copy 

orders or other documents to the New Jersey State Folice. UCR Unit, with the Supplementary DomesticViolence Offense Reporr. 

New Jersey State Police. UCfi Unit, Eox 7068. River Road. West Trenton, NJ 08628-0068. (60s) 882-2000, Ext. 2870. 

3. Reports will be submitted immediately upon completicn. DO NOT wait for the end of the month to !orward the forms. DO MOT formra ccpies 

C. INSTRUCTIONS FOR PREPARATlON OFTHE SUPPLEMENTARY DOMESTIC VIOLENCE OFFENSE REPORT 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 

a. 
16. 
17. 
18. 

19. 
20.. 

23. 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

7. Saturday 

CASE NO.- enter investigation report number: if none. enter operations report number or other availabls identifying number. 
MUNICIPALITY - enter name of municipality where offense occurred. 
MUNICIPALITY CODE - enter four digit municipality identifier code. 
SP STATION - enter State Police station reporting offense (for State Police use only). 
SP STATION CODE - enter State Police station code number (for State Police use only). 
PHONE NUMBER -enter reporting agency's complete phone number and @?ension. 
OFFENSE DATE - enter date of offense. Example: p I /Q 1 / 9 z. 
DAY CODE - circle appropriate numerical code. 

MILITARY TIME - enter time of offense - e.g. Q Q Q 1 HRS. 
TOTALTIME SPENT - enter the total time spent on this investigation. IF UNKNOWN. FNTER APPROXIMATFTIMF 
ALCOHOL INVOLVED - check yes to indicate if the victim or the offender had been drinking. 
OTHER DRUGS INVOLVED - check yes to indicate i f  the victim or offender used drugs other than alcohol. 
VICTIM'S NAME - enter full name of victim (first, middle, and last name). CNF REPORT WILL BE COMPLETED FOR EACH VICTIM. 
VICTIM'S AGE, SEX, RACE CODE AND ETHNICITY - enter the Victim'% 

1. Sunday 2. Monday 3. Tuesday 4. Wednesday 5. Thursday 6. Friday 

AGE - if unknown, enter approximate age 
RACE CODE - circle numerical code for victim's race (using numbers 1 through 4). 
1 ---White 
ETHNlClM - check appropriate box. 

SEX - check male or female 

2 -- Black 3 --- Asian or Pacific Islander 4 --- American Indian or Alaskan FJative 

OFFENDER'S AGE, SEX. RACE CODE AND ETHNICITY - enter offender's age, sex, race code, and ethnic origin using the instructions listed in 
block 14. NOTE: To be an emancipated minor one must be either: married. served in the military, pregnant or have a child. or declared emancipated 

IS VICTIM PREGNANT.? - check yes lo indicate if victim is pregnant at the time of the incident. 
IS VICTIM DISABLED? - check yes if victim is disabled, then check appropriate box. 
CURRENT OFFENSWCOMPLAINT- check appropriate block with regard to curren! offense. If more than one offense occurred (multiple offenses), 
count only one. Check the first offense only, by going down the list from 1 to 14. 
RELATIONSHIP OFVICTIMTO OFFENDER - check to indicate relationshjp at time of incident (Only check one block). 
21 ., 22. DEGREE OF INJURY FROM WEAPON USEE - locate weapon used, then check appropriate block on horizontal tin% indicating degree of 

EXAMPLE: Aggravatedserious - is when injury is sufficient to cause broken bones, internal injuries, or when stitches are required. Non-Aggramted/ 
minor - includes any lesser injury. Check only one weapon, by going down the list from 1 to 5. 

WEAPCNS SEIZED - NOTE: Include weapons seized even if not used to commit !he domestic violence offense. Check yes for each weapon 
category (gun, knife, and other dangerous) to indicate if weapon(s) were seized. If no weapon(s) seized, leave blank. 
NOT USED. 
OFFENDER - check appropriale block. 

by a legal authority. .- - 

injury. .. . L ,  ..- 

CHILDREN WERE INVOLVED, PRESENT - check appropriate box. 
ACTlONTAKEN - ARRESTED - check ves if an offender was arrested. 
PRlOk COURT ORDERS - check yes ii a DornesticViolence court order has ever been issued between the parties involved. 
IFVICTIM IS DISABLED OR 60YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER.'JVAS CRIMINAL NEGLECT ALSO INVCWED (2C:24-8)? - check yes, if applicable. 
ENTEii NUMBER OF DEATHS OTHE3THAN A HGfvtlCiCEVICTIM - enter :o:al ncmber of asscciated deaths. e.9.. accidental, suicide. etc. 
NOTE: If victim's cause of death was suicide, accidental, stc., include in this box. 
ENTER NUMEER OF ASSCCIATEG ADULT DEATHS - enter appropriate number of adult male!female deceased. 
ENTEfi NUMBER OF ASSOCIATED JUVENILE DE.4THS - enter appropriate number of juveni!e maleifernale deceased. 
DID OFFENDER CGMMIT SUICIDE? - !f applicable, check yes. NOTE: I f  yes. lhen offender shol;ld be counted in block 30 as an associated death. 
WERE VICTIM AND CFFENDER !NVOLVED IN A EATING REST!ONSHIP? - chock yes. if acplicacle. Ctherwhe, leave blank. 
BLANK BLOCK. 
REMARKS - enter additional information as needed. 
RANYAJAME - enter rank and name of investigating cfficer with signature. 
BADGE NUMBER - enter badge number of officer preparing report. 
DATE COMPLETED - enter date report is prepared. 
REVIE'NED l3Y - enter initials and badge number of immediate supervisor who reviewed and approved the report 
BLANK SLCCK. 42. BLANK BLOCK. 33. BLANK SLCCK. 

OTE: Logical edits have oeen written for !he state's dsia miry ;;rcS;ams. l l l o~ ica~ :esoonses will be corrected Sy !he vcgramers. no n0t:ce wdl be 
provided to the reporting agency (eg, criminal trespass. offense with injury.; 
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f 
Type of data Number 

Total domestic violence calls received and verified ..... 
Total cases in which weapons were involved .............. 
S Firearm. ............................................................. 
U 

. B Knife or cutting instrument ........... ; .................... 
T -  
O Other dangerous weapon .................................. 
T 
A 
L ;  

Personal weapon (hands, fists, feet, stc.). ........ 

NAME OF AGENCY AQ€MOY NO10 N M S E A  

REPORT PERU0 (MONTH AND YEAR1 PREPARED By 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION: 

REPORT ONLY THOSE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE-RELATED CALLS FOR ASSISTANCE 
WHICH HAVE BEEN VERIFIED, SEE REVERSE SIDE OF THIS FORM FOR 
PENAL CODE STATUTES TO BE USED WHEN COMPLETING THIS FORM. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Enter the total number of domestic violence-related calls that are received and v d f b d  by your agency In the 
'Total domestic violence calls received and verified' column. Of the "Total domestic violence calls received end 
vetifled," enter the number of cases involving weapons in the 'Total cases in which weapon6 were invoked" 
column. Of the "Total cases in which weapons were involved,' enter the subtotal for each weepon category. 

Complete one form for each month and submit the form with your 'Return A - Monthly Return of Offenses 
Known to the Police.* 

If there are no calls received during the report period, wine the word "NONE" across the face of this form and 
submit it with your "Return A.' 

I RETURN TO: l 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE STATISTICS CENTER 

P. 0. BOX 903427 
SACAAMENTO, CA 94203-4270 
I I 
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UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING FORM 

SENCY NAM€ AGENCY OR1 REPORTING PERIOD 
TOTAL rSSlRCATION OF NUMBER 

ENSES 

timlnal Homlclde 

I8nslrughtef 

orcible Rape 
ommll!ed 
orcible Rape 
ltempled 

. Arrerlr TOTAL CLEARANCES TOTALVALUE WEAPON RELATIONSHIP VICTIM TO OFFENDER 
' PROPERTY . - OHenmr . 

Spar81 Prrml Cblld Slblln# Cohibll. Olhtr 
Knllrl Olhet HmdB. 11810, OFFENSES Artrot8 Eisrptlon Adult JuvanIr STOLEN Flrirrm In,l. o,ol, - 

FLORIDA 

I 
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ENCY lOENTlFlER I 

OEPARTMEM AEPORTIM 

,19- 
REPORT F O R  W)E(TH OF 

Forward by lhe 71h Day Aftec lhs End of Each Month To: 
UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING 

38 HOSPITAL STREET 
AUGUSTA MAINE 04333-0042 

MTE OF REPORT 

PREPAAEO BY TITLE 

HEAD OF DEPARTMENT @GNATURE) 

OFFICERS KILLED 
Number of your law enforcement officers killed in the 
line of duly this month: 

By felonious act 
By accident or negligence 

I 

MBER WITH PERSONAL INJWIY 

- 
AM I I I 
PM I I I I 

This lorm should be used to report the number of your oHicers who were 
assaulted or killed in the line of duty during the month. Additional information 
on oHicers killed will be requested by a separate questionnaire. 

1201 am 4m 000 em 10m 12.00 
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--NOTE:- Identity tho8e-s~nUoniorbjsau~'~i"-- ' 

occur between famlly or household 
members M required by MRSAThle 10, 
eec. n O ( 1 ) .  Use tho # of victims in mch 
cntegow. Count only nctual offenses from 
Column 4, Form 1, 

S 
T 
R 
U 
C 
T 
U 
R 
A 
L 

- 
M 
0 
B 

MONTHLY COUNT OF ARSON OFFENSES KNOWN TO POLICE 
e 7 e 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF ESTIMATE0 V I L l  
OFFEWES 

UNlNk&%iO STRUCTURES 
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c 

. .  

DELITO 

TOTAL, 
. - pe 

ARMA DE FUEGO 

ARMA CORTANTE 

ARMA PELIGROSA 

FUERZA FISICA 

NINGUNA 

OTRAS 

PUERTO R I C O  INCIDENTES DE VIOLENCIA DOMESTICA POR DELITO 
COMETIDO Y ARMA UTILIZADA 

----_ 

TOTAL 

DEL AL DE 199' -- 
NALTRATO 

MALTRATO 

AGRAVADO 

MALTRATO 
MEDIANTE 

AMENAZA 

MALTRATO 
IED. R E S T ,  
LIBERTAD 

AGRESION 
SEXUAL 

CONYUGAL 

- 

OTROS 
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. .  

TOTAL 

I Resideacia de  la Victima 

I Patio de la Residencia 

1 Residencia de  un Particular 

IResidencia de un Familiar 

I Area de Trabajo 

1 Vias Publicas 

I Areas Recreativas 

ICentro de Estudio 

I No Dice 
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Policia de ~ Q T ~ O  Rico 
Negociado Seruicios Tecnicos 
DIVISION DE ES TADIS TICAS 

VICTIMAS DE V?OLENCIA DOMESTICA POR EDADES ACRUPADAS. Y SEX0 
DEL 

AREA DE -- 
sex0 de victimas 

Masculine Femenino 
EDADES TO TAL 

T O T A L  

MENOS DE 10 ANOS 

10 - 1 1  

12 - 73 
14 - 15 

16 - 17 

18 - 19 

20 - 24 
25 - 29 
30 - 34 
35 - 39 

I 

1 
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a 
Policia de Puer to  Rico 

Negociado Seruzcios Tecnicos 
DIVISION DE ESTADISTICAS 

EDADES AGRUPADAS Y SEX0 DEL OFENSOR 
DEL , - A L  DE-, DE 

AREA DE . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

I I I 
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VIOLENCIA DOMESTICA EN ____________________ 
POR DIA DE LA SEMANA Y HORA DE OCURRENCIA MES _________ A N 0  _____ 

Y O R A S  I TOTAL R LUN. i u. MIER. i JUE. 1 VIER. SAB. i DOU. 

12:00-12:59 A.U. i n n i i i i i i 
2:OO-2:59 i 
3:OO-3:59 

i 
4:OO-4:59 

5:00-5:59 

6: 00 -- 6 :59 
7:00-7:58 

8:OO-8:59 

9:OO-9:59 

1O:OO-10:59 
1 

5:00-5:58 

6:OO-6:59 

7:OO-7:59 

8:00-8:59 
9:OO-9:59 
1O:OO- 1059  

1 1 :OO- 11:59 

DURANTE LA NOCHE 

NOTA: 
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MISSOURI STATE HIGHIJAY PATROL 
MISSOURI CRIME INDEX REPORT 

I DBPARTMENT ID6NTIFICATIOEI (Please complete a l l  blanks) I 
I I OR1 I DATE ;COUNTY 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I DEPARTMENT 
I I I I 

I I I 

NTB I YR. COVERED BY REPORT i PHONE NO. I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I I 
I I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I INSTRUCTIONS FOR SECTION 1 THROUGH b I 

+ Sections 1 & 2: 
offenses a re  l a t e r  determined t o  be unfounded, record under "Unfounded Offenses." 
Offenses' record the number of reported offenses minus the  unfounded offenses. 

intoxicated v io la t ions  t o  include, loca l  and s t a t e  a r r e s t s  and juveni le  taken i n t o  custody. 

L i s t  t o t a l  number of offenses for  each crime under "Reported Offenses." I f  reported 

I Under "Actual 

Section 3: Record the number of person ar res ted  f o r  both narcotic v io la t ions  and dr iv ing  v h i l e  

! 
I * Section 4: Record the number of o f f i c e r s  assaulted f a t a l l y  and nonfatally.  I 

I 
I SECTION 1 - CLBSS 1 OFFENSXS I SECTIOW 2 - WHESTIC VIOLgRCB I 1 :  

I OFFENSES OFFENSES - OFFENSES 
I TITLE 

I 
I 
I ir IREPORTED UNFOUNDED ACTUAL BhLATBD DEABTBP 

*Domestic Violence" shall be defined I 
a s  any d ispute  a r i s ing  between spouses, 1 
former spouses, persons r e l a t ed  by I 

blood o r  marriage, ind iv idua ls  vho a re  i 
present ly  residing toge ther  o r  have I 
resided toge ther  in the  pas t ,  and I I 

persons who have a ch i ld  in c o r n u ,  
regardless of whether they  have been 
married or have resided toge ther  a t  
any time (Seccion 479.261, RSMo.) . 
&port all inc idents  of d o m s t i c  
violence in Sec t ion  2-A. k p o r t  I I 

domestic r e l a t ed  deaths in Section 2-B. i 
(Domestic r e l e t ed  deaths should bo I 

reported lp Sect ion  2-A and 2-B.) 

I 

I 
I 

i 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
1 
I 
I 

I I 
',-XR. INCLUDING W S L A U G B T g B  1 

! manslaughter. I I I I 

- 
I 
b I I 

I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

I I I I 
I I I I 
I 1 I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 
I I I I 

I I I 
I I I 

I I I 
I I I 
I I I 
I I I 

I I I I 
I I I I 

--Willful  killings L 

Do not include su ic ides .  

--Forcibla h s t a tu to ry  rape 
a s sau l t  t o  rape h attempt 
t o  rape. 

:RAPIS 

~PELORXOUS ASSAULT I 1 I I 

i --Assault with in t en t  t o  k i l l  o r  
with in t en t  t o  do grea t  bodily I 

i harm, but not c o m n  as sau l t .  I 
! ROBBSRY 

. I  I I 

I I I I 
I I I I I 
I I I I I 

I I I 

I I 

I I I I I I 
I I I I I I 

I I I I I 

--Theft C nttempced t h e f t  from I 1 l 

a person by t h r e a t  o r  
violence. I I I I A. DOMESTIC RELATED VIOLENCE I 

I I OFFENSES ! 
; BUBGLIPY 
I --Burglary & attempted burglary. I 

~ p o ~ ~ l l l ~ ~ :  I f  the  offense I 
I includes both burglary h I I I I 8 .  DOMESTIC RELATED DEATHS I 

i s t ea l ing ,  count i n  *Burglary" : I I ; REPORTED UNFOUNDED ACfUAL 
I t o t a l  only. DO not counc it I I f OFFENSES - OFFENSES 

I I I REPORTED UNFOUNDED ACTUAL 
OFFENSES - OFFENSES 

I I 

I I OFFENSES 
again under "Steal ins ." 

I I I I I b I 
I I I I I 
I I I I 

I I 

I I I I I GRJDEB AGE I ; STEAL= V I C T I M  NAME 

I by violence,  t h r e a t  of 
1 violence or fraud. Do not 
I include embezzlement, 

confidence games, forgery, 

--Thefr of property not s to len  I I I I I 1 
I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I 
I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I 
I I I I I I I 

I I I I I o r  passing worthless checks. I I I I SECTION 3 - ARRBSTS I 

I --Thefts of ca r s ,  t rucks ,  I I I I juveniles) I 

i buses, motorcycles, I I I NARCOTICS f I 

t r a c t o r - t r a i l e r s ,  e t c .  : I I I I DO1 I I 

I but not farm t r a c t o r s ,  I I I SECTION 4 - ASSAULTS on OFFICBRS I 

s e l f  -propelled I I I I FATAL I I 

I cons t ruc t ion  equipment, I I I ; NONFATAL I 1 

o r  ocher vehic les  not I I I : Please mail t h i s  form t o  the address 
' desipned f o r  hiahway use. I I I I below v i t h i n  10 days follorving the I 

I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I 

I I I I I I 

I I I I 

I I I I I 1 

I I I I 

I I I (No. of persons a r res ted .  including ;"OR VGBICLE TBHPT 

I I I 

I I I I 

I reporting month. If your agency has I 
; ai Missouri S t a t e  Highway Pat ro l  any questions on completing t h i s  f o m ,  

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I C r i m i n a l  Records 6 Iden t i f i ca t ion  Division please c a l l  the C r i m i n a l  Records and I 

I I Our fax number is 573-751-9382.  I 

Post Office Box 568 i Iden t i f i ca t ion  Division of the Missouri 
Jefferson City, HO 65102 1 S t a t e  Highway Pa t ro l  a t  573-526-6153. I 

I 
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OHIO 

(Fonuard to B U  & VDVP) 
Bureau of Criminal ldentifiuition 6 InrestlgoUon 
DomesHc DlsputdDomestic Vioknct Rpbkm, 

I 1. Domestic Diaputeltkrnestlc Violence Calls - 1 
L J I  I A. Number of Dispute Calls (no violence) 

I 8. Number of Violence Calls U I 
r 1 

I I - 11. Complalnts 
Enter calls in which: 

A. 

8 .  

C. 

Total - Cornplaints filed under ORC S e C .  291 9.25 or equivalent local ordinance 

Total - Complaints filed under ORC Sec. 2919.27 or equivalent local ordinance 

Total - Complaints filed under OTher ORC Section(s) or equivalent local ordinances 

U c l  
U I  

Victim 

I .. 

i 1. Wife -. . 

I . --..- --' I 2. Husband 

- 3. Parent 
4. Parent wlchild 

in common 

@ 5 .  Childlren) 
6. Other family or 

7 .  Former Spouse 

household member _ _  
_ _  ~ 

8.  Live-in Panner 

9. LawOfficer 
- .. . .-. 

10. Other 
Total - 

Native Amer. 

vi. off. /*[ 
18-40 I I 1  I,,., I I 

85 and Older 1- 
~~~~~ 

VI. Aclion Taken by OHicara 
Enter calls in which: 

A. Arrest under O.R.C. Sec. 2919.25 or equivalent laal  ordinance 

8. Arrest under Other O.R.C. Sections or equivalent local ordinances 

U 
U 

E. None -. El 

C. Separate lncidenr Report Written 

0. Referral to.Other Agency 

- VII. -- 
Signed Dale  Agency 

VIII. @ Month and Year of Reporl 
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MONTHLY SUMWRY 

This monthly summary meets reponing rcqulrements of section 3113.32(A) of the Ohio Revised Code ('ORC") lor all Ohio law 
enlorcement agencies. Al l  agencies mu3t complete this form each manth. even if no incidenls are reporled. and submit it 10: Bureau 
of Criminal ldentificaiion and Investigation. Atlention: Technical Semces. 1580 State Roue 56. London. Ohio ~(3140.  

DsfinitioD 0.l 

h m m t j c  Dispute ('DD") - For reporting purposes only, is defined as any quarrel, altercation. or strife between tamib or household 
members that does not indude domestic violence. 

Domestic Violence ("DV'') - Those instances in which B person recklessly causes or attempts to cause physical ham, to anorher 
family or household member or Places another person by the lhreat of lorce in fear of imminent serious physical harm. 

Parent with Child In Common - A  victim who shares biological parenrhood of a child with the olfender or an offender who shares 
biological parenlhmd of a child with the victim. 

Othsr Femlly or Household Member - Any person not specifically l isted in Section 111 who I5 related by blood or marriage and is 
residing or has resided with tho onender. Includes relatives, slep-parenls and siepchildren. 

tomplslnanr - 1) The individual who signs a wrinen complaint at !he time 01 a domestic incident; or 2) Ihe responding law officer 
who makes a charge nl the scene. 

Penlclpanr - Any person who participates in a domestic dispute. 

Instructions lor, CM~ler lna  the Menrhlv Summon: 

Section 1. "DomesUc D l r p u t f i m c s t l c  Vlolenec C 8 h "  

reported to the law enforcemen1 agency during the month. 

-Ion II. "Complaints" 

Entar in the respective slot the number 01 domestic dispute and the number ot domestic violence incidents which have been 

For each incident reponed in Section 1, note the lollowing: 

Box A The number of incidents where complaints charging violations of ORC section 2919.25 or equivalent local ordinances were 
signed tor or filed by law officers. 

Boa B The number of incidents where cornplainis charging violations 01 ORC section 2919.27 or equivalent local ordinance were - -  
igned for or filed by law otticers. 

C The number of incidents where complaints charging violations of orher sections of the ORC or equivalent local ordinances. 

Box D The number 01 incidents where no complaints were signed for or filed by law onicers. 

Section 111. "Rcledonrhlps ol Perrons Inwolrd" 

A )  IN CASES OF DOMESTIC DISPUTES - Identify the complainants and ihe participants in all domestic disputes reponed during 
the month as identified by signed or !iled complainls teken af the timus of the domestic disputes. 

B) IN CASES OF OOMESTlC VIOLENCE - ldenlify the victims. ollenders, and complainants in Ihe domestic violence incidents 
reponed during Ihe month as identilied by signed or liled complsinls taken at the times of the domestic violence incidenfs. l&?nriv 
the victims by noling whether or no1 !hey were injured. 

Section IV. " R a n "  

Identify the racelethnicity of the victims and ihs offenders in all domestic violence incidenfs reported during ?be monlh. 

Scction V. "Age" 

monlh. 

%tion VI. "Adlon TmLen by O f k m r s "  

Box A - Enter the number ol DD and DV incidents that resulted in arrests tor violation of Seciion 2919.25 01 the Ohio Revised Code 
or equivalent l a e l  ordinances. 

BOX B - Enter the number of DO and DV incidents that resulted in arrests lor violalion of other sections bund  in the ORC (examples: 
assault. disorderly conducr). 

Bog C - Enter the number 01 separalc incident reports wrinen related to DD and DV incidents that occuned during the month. 

Bog D - Enter the number 01 DD and DV incidcnts that resulted in relerrals to other agencies. such as social service agencles 
prosecutors. clerk ol courts oflicss. elc. 

x E - Enter the number 01 DO and OV incidents that resulled in no action by the officer. olher than resoonding IC domestic dispute 

If you have qussriono regardlng reponlng O? domestic dispute and dorntgtic vlolence Incldenls, please contad the Bureau 
of Crlmlnal IdenilTiution and Investigation at  61446642M, extenmion 287. We will be happy to a s d s t  

Identity lhe age within the age brackets noled 01 Ihe victims and offenders in all domestic violence incidents reponed during the 

e d domestic violence ullb. 
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OREGON DOMESTIC DISTURBANCE REPORTING FORM 
LAW ENFORCEMENT DATA SYSTEM (LEDs) 

Please indicate in the space below your agencies Domestic Disturbance activity for the appropriate quarter of the 
year. This form is only to be used quarterly, until your agency begins participation in the OUCR-2 program whict 
will automate this process. 

Reponing Quarter: J a n ~ a r y - M ~ ~ h  0 April - June 0 
Year: 17 76 July - September October - December 

ON: 

Agency name: 

County: 

Vumber of Police reports written that involved domestic disturbance including the OUCR-1 Offense Code for the 
ype of crime that occurred in the context of the domestic incident: IE: Crime type 04 Assault, 05 Burglary etc. 

?um ber of hcidents: - 
?umber of Incidents: - 
?umber of Incidents: - 
rlumber of Incidents: - 

Crime type : 
Crime type : 
Crime ll$~ : 
Crime typc : 

W M P L E :  
Vumber of Incidents: .-~ Crime 08 . (Simple Assaull) 
Vumber of Incidents: 2 Crimeiype: 24 (Disorderly Conducr) 

dumber of Arrests for domestic disturbance and the Type of crime involved: 

dumber of Arrests: Crime type : 
dumber of Arrests: Crime type : 
dumber of Arrests: Crimetype: 
dumber of Arrests: Crime type : 

{umber of incidents where no Arrests was made ("on Criminal Domestic Disturbance) 
:amily disturbance where there was no Assault etc. and no action was taken by your agency. 

.lumber of incidents: 

'he number of Domestic Restraining Order Violations reported: 

h e  number of Arrests made for Violation of Domestic Restraining Orders: 

Please Duplicate this form for future use LEDs Domestic Disturbhce Form 12/94 
Revised 1 / IO195 

I 

i 
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Pursuant to T.C.A. §36-3-619(f), all law enforcement ogcncies in Tennessee must rcport data on invcstigatioiis of domesric violence 
cases to the Administraiivc OtEce of the Courts. This statute became efktivc on July 1, 1993. 

Marc11 repurl should be mailed by April 10th. RepoN should be mailed 10 the following address: 
Reports should be mailed on or before ihe 10th day nf Ihe month followiug thc given reponing period. For example, the 

Adminlstrativt Oflice of the Courts 

Nashville City Center, Suite 600 
511 Unlon Strect 

Nashville, TN 37243 

Stallsticel Smices Division I 

The logsheet has been designed for you to report summnry information on domestjc violence investigations for each 
month. We 40 riot n e 4  infiumarion on individual cases. Instead, you will rcport summary information on the number of 
investigations for each of h e  offense groups on the fom. For purposes of these reports, domestic violence case9 arc defined as 
cases involving violcncc between currcnt of former household mcmhers. 

Should you have questions regarding reporting, plcase contact thc Skitistical Swvices Division ufthe AOC at 
(615) 741-2687. 

ITEM 

SheriffDolice Department 

City 

MonthlYaar 

hvcsligated 

ArresU Made 

Warmnts Sjgned 

Oficer Injuries 

Category 

Victim's Kclotionship to Offrndur 

Victims liansporttd 

Pleosc chcck the appropriate agency. 

Enter the name of the city where facility is located. 

Thc month and ymr thar pemins 10 the data you are submitting. A separate 
form should be completed each month. 

Insert the Counly Code Number designated for your counly. 

'fhc number of casts investigated by your agenuy in each of the o V m e  
groups lisfcd. 

Of the cases investigated in each group, tbe number resulting in an arrest 
being made. If rnultiplt ornu are made for a single incidcnt, each should be 
reponed xepuatcly. 

Oftbose offcnses resulting in arrest, the number of nrrCst warrants signed by 
the Inw enforcement oficer and the number signed by the victim. 

The number of times an officer was bijurod during the course of hvcsligating 
any of thc cases reported. lnclude only those cases where the injury required 
medical anention. 

Based on the circumstances apparent at thc invcstigatian, thc nuriibu of cach 
specific assault otrense investigated. 

h e r  1hr number ol'each type of  victim. Tor cxample, the number of cases 
investigated whcrc the victim was the offerdcr's male spoilse (male viclim), 
ttc. Estrauged marital partncrs should srill be coded as spouse. llu live-in 
partner of a child's parent should be codcd as other than family. I f  more than 
one offender, we the code which describes the CLOSEST relationship 
hotween the victim and an uffender. If more than onc victim, include each. 

Enter thc nuinbu of  elderly victims (aged 60 or older) in cach offensc 
category. 

Enter total number of victim tmpottcd to a shchcr or safe place a h 1  
investignling a dmeslic ViOhCe incident. 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE INVESTIGATIONS 
LAW ENFORCEMENT LOG SaEET 

Wmantr Sipnrd: 
By OfUcrr 
By Viuim 

offim Injuriuics 

Wmrnu Signed: 
By m c c r  
By V i d m  

Omow Injuria - 
Male spouse 

Female Spouse 

Male Er-spousc 

Femrlc 6r-spourc 

Girl6icnd 

BoyMead 

ChiidStcp-child 

o l k r  rrlarivc 

Olher~anhmily 

ELDERLY: 

MCTIhIS TRANSPORTZD To S R E L W  OR SAFE PLACE: 

Offim Injmia 

hldc spouse 

Oidtiicod 

0 
I 

v 

I 
U 
0 

I- 
I- 

t 
h 

Bofitnd 

ChildlSQpchild - 
0th rdrtive 

Otbcl than Cunily 

ELDERLY: 

I 

h 
c 
h 

a 
kc 
h 

U c 
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e 

WAJHINGIUN A33UCIAl IUN Uk 3HLKlt-F.5 A N U  1'ULlLt C H l L t 3  

UNIFORiM CRIME REPORTING SECTION 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
R E L A T E D  PART ON€ OFFENSES 

SEND WITH MONTHLY UCR REPORT 1 

THESE OFFENSES MUST ALSO BE SCORED ON UCR RETURN "A" REPORT. 

1. CRIMINAL HOMICIDE 
a. MURDER AND NONEGLIGENT HOMICIDE 

(Score attempts as aggravated assault) 

b. MANSLAUGHTER BY NEGLIGENCE I , 

2. FORCIBLE RAPE TOTAL I 
a. Rape by Forca I 
b. AHempls to ComrnP Forcible Rape 

3. ROBBERY TOTAL I 
I a. Firearm 

~~~ 

b. Knife or Cuning Instrument 

e. Other Dangerouse Weapon 

d. Slrong-Arm (Hand, Fists, Feet, Elc.) 

4. ASSAULT TOTAL 
a. Firearm 

~ 

b. Knife or Cutting lnslmment 

e. Other Dangerous Weapon 

d. Aggravated Injury - Hands, Fists. Feel, Etc. 

e. Simple Assauk - Hands, Fists, Fed. €!e. 

5. BURGLARY TOTAL 
a. Forcible Entry 

b. Unlawful Entry - No Force 

e. Attempted Forcible Entry 

6. LARCENY - THEFT TOTAL I 
7. MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL I 

I a. Aut= 

b. Trucks and Buses 

e. Other Vehicles 

8.  ARSON TOTAL I 
GRAND TOTAL 

i 

PREPAREDBY 

AGENCY OR1 # DATEPREPARED 

MONTH YEAR CHIEF, SHERIFF 
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Service Provider Client-Based Systems 

Alabama 
Alaska 
District of Columbia 
Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
Oklahoma 
Rhode Island 
Washington 
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ALABAMA 

Client Profile 
0 

The purpuse of the dient proflle is tu get some basic derographic information about the client 
that will then k linked b, the servkes that she and her children rrceiw. The key that l lnb all 
this infomatJon together and is the most oitlcal part of the Ibrm k the client number. Once a 
client receives a number, il!s hers b r  gad. If she leaves and reaters shelter at a later date, 
she should get the same dlent number. 

1. Fill in agency name at the top of the form. 

2. Assign the dent a number. If a repeat dit, place original number on form. 

3. Enter the name of the county thc dlent is h m .  

4. Enter the year the dknt was born. 

5. Enterthedient3ssc 

6. Enter the dierfs race. 

7. Enter the dlent's occupational cat ego^/ from the folkwing chokes: blue dbr,  white cdlar, 
unemployed and unknown. 

8. Enter dient's annual income If she givrs an hourly wage, mum& it out to an annual 
income (t.g., $lO.OO/hr would be cakulabed bo k 40 hrs/wl< x !52 wla/yr x $lO.oO/hr = 
$ 2 0 , ~ ) .  

9. Enter dlent's educatbn led. 

10. Indicate whether the dlent has a disabilii. (Y or N) 
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Year of Birth: 

Sex: 

Race: 

Education: 

Does d i i  have a diaabii i i  
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Perpetrator and Child Form e 
The purpose of this form is to get some basic demographic data on the perpetrator and the 
children attached to a client. 

Those of you who are familiar with the prm'ous version of the O K  brm~ will notice a change 
here. Previously the perpetrator and child information was induded on the dient profile. This 
created a problem in that it caused an assumption that the perpetrabr and child infomation 
would be the same each time the client entered shefter. Obviousfy this is n d  the case, so the 
perpetrator and child information has been moved on to a separate form that must be completed 
each time the dent returns to shelter. 

Perpetrator -*on 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

0 6. 

7. 

8. 

Enter the relationship of the perpetrator to the victim (eg., husband, byfriend, father ebc) 

Enter the perpetrator's year of birth. 

Enter the gender of the -tor. 

Enter the perpetratocs race. 

Enter the perpetratofs oacupational status from the folkwing choices: unempbyed, .. 
unknown, blue collar and white collar. 

Enter the perpetrator's income as an annual salary. 

Enter the perFptratds education level. 

Indicate whether the -tor has a weapon. 

Child section 

1. Record the child's year of birth. 

2, Record the child's grade in sdrooi. If the chiid is not in school, lea* blank. Enter 'K' for 
kindergarden a$ 'P foc p r e s c h d .  

3. Record the child's race 

4. Record the child's sex (M or F) 

5. Record the perpetrator's relationship to the child. 
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petrator and Child Information 

Detrator Section Shelter. Client ID #: 

Relation of Perpetrator to Victim Year of Birth 

~ 

Occupational Status 

d Section 

~ ~ 

Annual Income 

sex Race 

Education ' Owns Weapon? 

Year of Brith Grade Race Sex Perpetrator's relation to child 

4 
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Incident Report 
0 - 

The purpose of the incident report is to get some detailed information about the types of abuse 
that were present in the relationship and about law enforcement and medical involvement 

1. Enter the client number again (copy carefully from client profile). 

2. Record the date the client was admitted to' shelter. 

3. If the client exits shdter the Same month that she entered, record her exit date. If she 
remains in shdter between months, leave the exit date blank This incident report will be 
turned in the first month she is in shelter. When the client does eventually leave shelter, that 
information will be recorded on her service history. 

4. Cirde all types of abuse the client ever experienced and all types of battering the client 
experienced for the inudent that prompted her t~ seek shelter. 

5. Cirde all weapons ever used and all weapons used this incident 

6. Cirde all types of child abused that have ever been experienced by the dient's children and 
all types of child abuse that they have ever experienced. If they have not been ab& or 
the dient has no children, leave this space blank 

7. Indicate whether the police have ever been called and whether they were called for the 
inadent that prompted the dient bo seek shelter. 

8. Record the dient's estimate of the number of times that the police have been called. It is 
aitical to get a numen'cal estimate. Responses such as 'several' will be d-rded. 

9. Indicate whether the perpetrator has ever been arrested and whether the perpetrabor was 
arrested for the incident that caused the dient to seek shetter. 

10. Record the number of times that the perpetrator has ever been arrested for d o m d c  

11. Grde the appropriate charge against the -tor for this incident, if applicabk 

violence dated aim. 

12. Indicate whether durgs and/or alcohol were involved ever in t3e abuse and whether they 
were invoked th& inadent and indicate who was using them at the time of abuse. 

13. Record who the dient has ever told about her abuse. 

14. Indicate whether the dient has ever sought medical attention for injuries sustained from a - 

IS. Record the dienfs estimate of how many times she has sought medical attention for injUneS 

beating and whether she received any this incident 

she has received as a result of battering. Once again a numerical stimate is Cri t ical .  
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V i m ' s  Staternern ot Allegations: 
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- - 
O W O M A  DOMESTIC ABUSE REPORT 

c 
N 
\ 
C 
i 
\ 
U 
4 

cr 
T 

(ENITR'O'FOR I- 

NEGATIYE REPORT:! 
CIUMECODES 2 

SUBHIT HOMTHLX 

A - HOhlIClDFS cI 
D - SOX CRlhlES > 
C - ASSAULT P 

D - ASSAULTIDATE: 
0 

0 
c, 
0 

EDITED 

ECCraReD 

ITRIRED 

ADlUSTeD 

19 - Mootb 

County 

c 

B 
T 
c 
c 
(r 
c 

6 
C 
C 
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(rcvlxd Oct 4, 1996) . 
I DOMESTIC VIOLENCWSEXUAL ASSAULT 
rn 

I 

A. INCIDENT INFO R MATlON 
LOCATION: (street address) CITY: 

71D. 

C. SUSPECT (continued) 
IS SUSPECT ON PROBATION? 0 YES 0 NO 

DOES SUSPECT POSSESS FIREARMS? O Y E S  O N 0  

0 APOLOGETIC 0 CALM 0 BELLIGERENT 
0 THREATENING 0 ANGRY 0 NERVOUS 
0 OTHER 

WHERE? NAME, PROB. OFF.: 

SUSPECT WAS: (MARK ALL APPROPRIATE CIRCLES) 

D. ARREST INFORMATION 
DID PROBABLE CAUSE EXIST FOR YOU TO BELIEVE 

A DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CRIME OCCURRED? O Y E S  O N 0  
DID PROBABLE CAUSE EXIST FOR YOU TO BELIEVE 
A SEXUAL ASSAULT CRIME OCCURRED? O Y E S  I O N 0  
WAS AN ARREST MADE? O Y E S  O N 0  
WAS PICTURE TAKEN OF VICTIM? O Y E S  O N 0  
WAS PICTURE TAKEN OF CRIME SCENE? O Y E S  O N 0  
WAS OTHER PHYSICAL EVIDENCE COLLECTED? 0 YES 0 NO 

WAS CRIMINAL NO CONTACT ORDER ISSUED? O Y E S  O N 0  
WAS A WARRANT ISSUED ON ARREST? O Y E S  ON0 

O Y E S  ON0 WAS ARREST MADE AFTER WARRANT? 

O Y E S  GNO 
CASE CHARGED AS MISDEMEANOR 0 YES FELONY 0 YES 
WAS FOLLOW-UP PHOTO TAKEN? (2-4 D A Y S U E R )  

E. ASSAULT INFORMATION 

, Llr . 
PUBLIC PLACBINDOORS TIME: 

1 0 OTHER (SPECIFY) 
I CALLER'S NAME: 

=4 PUBLIC PLACE/OUTDOORS DATE: 

6. VICTIM INFORMATION - 
NAME: I DOB: 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

WORK PH# ' HOMEPHIY 
m 

I 

~ ~- 0 DWELLING ()VEHICLE I 
0 OTHER (SPECIFY) 

WHO CALLED POLICE? 
0 VICTIM 0 HOSPITAL 0 NEIGHBOR 0 FAMILY MEMBER 

VICTIM WAS A MINOR, 60 YEARS OR OLDER, 
: l l @ V V y ~ E Y F  NTIE:? WAS DEA NOTIFIED? 

1-ROO-RI C I D i .ann.!~m.mn R No 

I 

I 

I 

TELEPHONE #: 

IN YOUR OPINION, WAS ALCOHOL INVOLVED? 
0 YES 0 NO 0 UNKNOWN 

BY WHOM? 0 VICTIM 0 SUSPECT 0 BOTH 

IN YOUR OPINION, WERE DRUGS INVOLVED? 
0 YES 0 NO 0 UNKNOWN 

BY WHOM? Q VICTIM 0 SUSPECT 0 BOTH 

ADDRESS: 
CITY: STATE:. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

ETHNIC BACKGROUND: 

0 WH 0 BL 0 ASIAN 0 NAT AMER 0 OTHER 
HISPANIC? O Y E S  O N 0  
VICTIM WAS: (MARK ALL APPROPRIATE CIRCLES) 
0 TEARFUUCRYING 0 HYSTERICAL 0 AFRAID 
0 SHAKINGflREMBLING 0 ANGRY 0 NERVOUS 
O O T H E R  

(MARK ALL APPROPRIATE CIRCLES) 

0 FAMILY MEMBER (SPECIPI) 
0 MARRIED 0 FORMERLY MARRIED 0 COHABITANT 
0 INTIMATE PARTNER 
0 CHILD IN COMMON 

0 FORMER INTIMATE PARTNER 
0 ACQUAINTANCE 

WAS VICTIM PHYSICALLY ASSAULTED? O Y E S  O N (  
WAS VlCTlM SEXUALLY ASSAULTED? O Y E S  O N (  
WAS WEAPON OR OBJECT USED? O Y E S  O N (  

WERE THREATS MADE BY SUSPECT? O Y E S  O N (  
IF YES, DESCRIBE 

IF YES, TO WHOM? 
WHAT WAS SAID? 

* DIDVICTIM SUSTAIN PHYSICAL INJURIES? O Y E S  O N (  

MARK APPROPRIATE CIRCLES TO DESCRIBE WHAT OCCURRED: 

) THROWING OBJECTS 
) PUSHING/SHOVING 
) HllTlNG W/FISTS 
) THREAT WANEAPON 
) PREVENTED FROM LEAVING 
) THREAT OF PHYSICAL VIOLENCE 
) THREAT OF SEXUAL VIOLENCE 
) SEXUAL CONTACT 
) ANAL PENETRATION 

0 GRABBING 0 BITING 
0 KICKING 0 CHOKING 
0 SLAPPING 0 BEATING 
0 USE WEAPON 0 BURNING 
0 STALKING 
0 OTHER 

0 VAGINAL PENETRATION 
0 ORAL PENETRATION 

DESCRlOE 

I WERE ALL INJURIES CAUSED BY SUSPECT? O Y E S  O N C  
IF NO, EXPLAIN 

' HAS SUSPECT ASSAULTED VICTIM BEFORE? O Y E S  O N 0  
IF YES, WHEN 
IS VICTIM IN PAIN NOW? O Y E S  O N 0  
DID VICTIM REWIRE MEDICAL AUENTION? O Y E S  ON0 
IF YES, WHAT MEDICAL FACILITY? 
WAS FORENSIC SEXUAL ASSAlJLT EXAM DONE? O Y E S  O N 0  
ANYONE ELSE ASSAULTED BY SUSPECT? O Y E S  O N 0  
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F. :CHILDREN INVOLVED 
WERE CHILDREN PRESENT O Y E S  O N 0  
DID THEY SEE THE INCIDENT? O Y E S  ON0 
DID THEY HEAR THE INCIDENT? O Y E S  O N 0  
IF YES, INDICATE AGES OF CHILDREN: 

G. WITNESS INFORMATION 
WAS WITNESS PRESENT DURING THE INCIDENT? 

0 YES 0 NO 
NAME OF WITNESS(ES): 

HE INDICADO EN EL DIAGRAMA DONDE 
FUI GOLPEADO/A O S 1  O N 0  
PUDE INDICAR OUIEN ME GOLPEO OS1 O N 0  
LE HE ENSEAADO AL POLlClA EL OBJECT0 
OUE FUE USADO PARA GOLPEAAME OS1 O N 0  
ENTIENDO TODAS LAS PAEGUNTAS OS1 O N 0  
HE VERIFICADO TODAS MIS RESPUESTAS OS1 O N 0  
EL POLlClA HA MARCADO ESTAS RESPUESTAS PORQUE LA 
VlCTlMA NO PUDO MARCAR ESTA SECCION O S 1  O N 0  

ADDRESS: 

TO ALL HEALTH CARE PROVIDERS: 
I hereby consent to  the release of my medical records to  law 

rnforcement and the Attorney General. I have been advised of my 
4ght to refuse. 

mtreguen a oficiales de la policia y a1 Procurador. He sido 
lotificado/a sobre mi derecho de rehusar. 

Por este medio autorizo a que mis expedientes medicos se 

PHONE It (S) 

Signature Date 

0 FRIEND 0 RELATIVE 0 OTHER 
0 PASSERBY 0 NEIGHBOR SPECIFY 

L. TO BE COMPLETED BY VICTIM 
(IF VICTIM IS WILLING) 

I WAS ABLE TO POINT OUT TO THE POLICE THE 

WITNESS WAS: (MARK ALL APPROPRIATE CIRCLES) 
0 CALM 0 HYSTERICAL 0 AFRAID 
0 ANGRY 0 NERVOUS 0 TEARFUUCRYING 
0 OTHER 

I 

I 

I 

,- 

H. RESTRAINING ORDER INFORMATION 
IS THERE AN EXISTING RESTRAINING ORDER? O Y E S  O N 0  
IF YES, INDICATE EXPIRATION DATE: 

OBJECT USED TO STRIKE ME. O Y E S  O N 0  
I HAVE MARKED ON THE BODY DIAGRAM BELOW 
WHERE I WAS ASSAULTED. O Y E S  O N 0  

I UNDERSTAND ALL THE QUESTIONS. O Y E S  O N 0  
I HAVE MARKED MY OWN ANSWERS. O Y E S  O N 0  
OFFICER MARKED THESE RESPONSES BECAUSE 
VICTIM WAS UNABLE TO. O Y E S  O N 0  

IF YES, BUT SERVICE HAS NOT YET BEEN MADE ON 
RESTRAINING ORDER, DID OFFICER GIVE NOTICE TO 
DEFENDANT OF RESTRAINING ORDER? O Y E S  O N 0  

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

IF NO, DID OFFICER INFORM VICTIM OF TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER INFORMATION? O Y E S  O N 0  

' I  
I AFFIRM THE INFORMATION TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT 
(AFIRMO W E  ESTA INFORMACION ES CIERTA Y CORRECTA) l -  

VICTIM'S SIGNATURE DATE 

WAS VICTIM ABLE TO MARK RESPONSES? 

0 YES 0 Np 

I. PROPERTY DAMAGE 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

.I 

PROPERTY DAMAGE? O Y E S  O N 0  
IF YES, DESCRIBE 

I 

I I  

1 -  

(I 

I 

(I 

I 

STOLEN PROPERTY? O Y E S  O N 0  
IF YES, LIST 

STED IN WHOSE NAME? 0 VICTIM 0 SUSPECT 0 BOTH 
0 HOUSE 0 APARTMENT 

0 OTHER (SPECIFY) 

PLEASE MARK WHERE YOU WERE ASSAULTED/INJURED 

POR FAVOR INDIOUE DONDE FUE GOLPEADOlA 

HGT. WGT. 

1. POLICE RESPONSE I 

- 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I IFFICER(S) RESPONDING BADGE(S) # 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

P.D. CODE (BCI#) POST: 

- 

WHETHER OR NOT ARREST WAS MADE, 
WAS THE ALLEGED VICTIM GIVEN 
A "VICTIM RIGHTS PAMPHLET"? O Y E S  O N 0  

I 

I 

I 

I 

K. OFFICER'S STATEMENT 
ATTACH OFFICER'S STATEMENT 

OR NARRATIVE 
FROM POLICE REPORT 

FRONT BACK 
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RE LATlO N S H I P (Mdm to offender) 

0 SPOUSE ’ 

0 COMMON-LAW SPOUSE 
C PARENT 
0 SIBLING (BROTHER OR S I m )  
0 CHILD 
0 GRANDPARENT 
0 GRANDCHILD w P-CHILD -SIBLING 
0 
!3 OTHER FAMILY MEMBER 
0 ROOMMATE 
0 FOSTERPARENT 
0 MSlERCH1l .D 

EXSPOUSE 

VlCfIM WAS: (mark 1 on&) 

-P-PARENT 

NEAPONS (markupto3) 

3 NONE 
3 FIREARM (Type not stated) 
3 HANDGUN 
3 RIFLE 
3 SHOTGUN 
3 OTHER FIREARM 
3 KNIFE / CurnNG INS~RUMENT 
3 BLUNfOBJEcT 

(dub, baseball by pan, etc.) 
3 MOTORVEHICLE 
3 PERSONAL WEAPONS 

(hand. feet, fist teeth, e.) 
3 POISON 
2 EXPLOSIVES 
3 FIRE/ INCENDRRY DEVICE 
3 DRUGS / NARCO71CS / 

SLEEPING PlUS 
3 OTHER(speciM) .---.- 

2 UNKNOWN 

’ INJURY 
c NONE 
0 APPARENT EROKEN BONES 
0 POSSIBLE INTERNAL INJURY 
0 SEVERE LACERATlON 
0 APPARENT MINOR INJURY 
0 OTHER W R  INJURY 
3 LOSS OFTEETH 
0 UNCONSClOCtSNESS 

(ma* up to 3) 

’OFFENSES (mWkupio7) 

ASSAULT OFFENSES 

0 (A) AGGRAVATEDASSAULT 
0 (e) SIMPLEASSAULT 
0 (C) IMlMlDATlON 

HOMICIDE OFFENSES 

o (A) MURDER NON-NEGLIGENT 
MANSLAUGHTEF3 

0 (BI “3JGENT MANSLAUGHTER 
0 (c) JUSrIFlABLE HOMICIDE 

0 KIDNAPPING /ABDUCTION 

0 ROBBERY 

SEX OFFENSES, FORCIBLE 

0 (A) FORCIBCEFWE 
0. (E) F0RCIBLESOM)W 
0 (c) SEX ASSAULT WITH AN OBJECT 
0 (0) f0RCIBLEK)NDUNG 

SD( OFFENSES, NON-FORCINE 

0 (A) INCEST 
0 (8) STATUTORYRAPE 

VWERE THERE ANY OrnCERS 
ASSAULTED? 

0 YES 
0 NO 

IF YES, HOW tvlANY OFFlCERS? 

I f  more than 
70 officers. write number here: 

r 

AGENCY 

-.- . 

PREPARED BY 
wlucs 

r 
RKTUIN TOx 
Texas Department of PubJic Safety . 
Uniform Crime Reporting 
P.O. Box 4143 
Austin, Texas 78765 4143 
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WEST V I R G I N I A  

MUC,.”. I”-. . .. .- . -. 
- 

Ml I 1- 
W w 

mYUln I X U P L A Y I  

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 
L 

“-tt 15. 

ORIGINAL - 
COPY - CO 
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REPORTING AGENCY NAME: Specify which PD, SO or other agency. 

ORT: Use the WYO and first four digits of the originating agency identifier. 

COUNTY OF INCIDENT: Used by Highway Patrol, brand inspectors, Game and Fish, and DCI to identify the 
county of the incident, since above agencies are state-wide and incidents are to be published by county of 
incident . 

I 

DATE: Date of incident (not when reported), in month/day/year format. e.g., 3/25/87. 

TIRE: Time of incident (not when reported), using the 24-hour clock. e.&, 2200. 

SEX: M= Male; F=Female 

DOB: Date of birth of victimloffender (if unknown, approximate age), in month/day/yar format. 

TYPE OF VIOLENCE: Report the type of violence investigated, which may not be the same as a formal charge. 
When more than one offense occurs against the same victim, report the more serious. See coding at 
bottom of first page. Note that "Assault" and "Sexual Assault" are separate categories. Attempts arc 
included along with actual except attempted murder should be coded as assault; AbduriiunKidnapping: 
The unlawful seizure, transportation and/or detention of a person against herhis Will, or of a minor 
without the consent of hislher custodial parent(s) or legal guardian; Assault: An unlawful attack by one 
person upon another; Intimidation: To unlawfully place another person in fear of bodily harm without 
displaying a weapon or subjecting the victim to actual physical attack; Murder and Nonnegligent 
Manslaughter: The willful (nonnegligent) killing of one human being by another; Robbery: The taking 
or attempting to take anything of value under confrontational circumstances from the control, custody or 
care of another person by force or threat of force or violence, and/or by putting the victim in fear; 
Sexual Assault: Any sexual act directed against another person, forcibly and/or a p i n s t  that persons' will 
or not forcibly or against the persons' will where the victim is incapable of giving consent; Violated 
Protective Order: Offender did not abide by the terms of a court order restricting their interaction with 
other family members; Other (please specify): Any violent act not previously specified. 

/ 

ESTENT OF INJURY: Injuries incurred by the victim. (See code table at bottom of first page). 

RELATIONSHIP O F  MCTIM TO OFFENDER: If multiple offenders or victims are involved, complete the 
necessary segments of multiple lines so each offender and victim is described; Spouse: Currently 
married or Common-Law husband or wife; Former Spouse: Previously married or Common-Lw 
husband or wife; Parent/stepparent/or equivalent (regardless of age): If the victim is the parent and the 
offender is their 40 year old child, the relationship of the victim to offender is "parent"; 
Child/stepchild/or equivalent relationship with the offender (regardless of age); Sibling: Brother, sister, 
stepbrother or stepsister or equivalent; Other Relative: Within the same family but not one of the above 
family relationships, e.g. in-law, cousin, grandparent or grandchild; Other Household Member: Not a 
member of the family, but living in the same household, e.g. roommate, cohabitation mate; Former 
Other Household Member: Previously living in the same household as a roommate or cohabitation 
mate. 

\\'Ec\PONS: Firearm: is used as a weapon or employed as a means of force to threaten the victim or put the 
victim in fear; Knifelother cutting or puncturing instrument (e.g., broken bottle or ice pick); Other 
dangerous weapon: an instrument capable of inflicting great bodily injury (e&, bomb, club, brass 
knuckles, boiling water); No Weapon: unaided hands, fists, feet, teeth or other body parts. 

DISPOSITION: The immediate handling of the situation by the officer(s). Select the most appropriate from the 

SEND COMPLETED FORMS TO: 

choices on front. 

Office of the Attorney General 
Division of Criminal Investigation 

Uniform Crime Reporting 
316 West 22nd Street 

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 

by the 7th day following the end of the month in which the offense occurred. UCR contributors should 
include i t  with their monthly report. Information will be published with the quarterly UCR "Crime In 
Wyoming". Call 777-7625 with questions or request. 
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WY OM1 NG 

Date Time 
I 

? 

I 

# 

I 

b 

I 

DOMES'CIC VIOLENCE 

VICTIM INFORMATION OFFENDER INFORMATION 
Sex DOB Type V i o l e n c e  Injury Relationship Sex DOB Weapons Disposition 

REPORTING FORM 

Reporting Agency Name OR1 County of Incident (HP, BI & G&F) 
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Sexual Assault Report 
Wisconsin Uniform Crime Reports 

Wisconsin Oflice of Justice Assistance 
Statistical Analysis Center 

121 Suw Srrrct. Second Floor. Madiron. WI 53703 
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uomestic muse  Hepon 
(DJ-OCVS-23, Rev. 01-92) 

Pie e call WI Department of Justice for assistance: (608) 266-fl55 or266-6470. Mail Completed forms to: WDOJ-OAR, OCVS, . 
.. ice Box 7951, Madison, WI 53707:7951. ::a:>.. .-.;I:, . - -. pib L .  . . .  

m e  information necessary to complete Sektions I through 111 should be cdntaihed in the law enforcement arrest or incident report. 
' .  _ -  . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . .  3;.:, '!. ,' .;.?.:. :z;,.F..,:&.) .. 'G:: ..-w .i. 

. .  
. . . . . . . . . .  ........ -..-.. ...- . ____. 

....... . 
'Submit :whitekopy:( 

. . .  - ........ Submityellow-copywhen - -. . . .  .initial: chargin +. . .  .;-". 1; 

i' ,l ' . . .. -. . ,. . 
INITIAL IDENTIFICATION (upper .right) 

0 Name of County 
0 Name of Law.Enforcement Agency ' . 

0 Name of District. Attorney handling this &e if necessary 

. . . . . . . . .  .. . . . . .  --.-- .- --. . . . . . . . . .  Agency Identification: . .  . .  

. .  . .  <.. . 
, a b  - .  

. . . . . . . . . .  btain additional information about the-incident - .  report 
, 

..Name of Offender.-. particularly important in. cases of 'domestic homicide . --. ... 

Section li Incident 

. . . . . . . .  ..___ ._-- ._... - .- . . . . . . . .  . -  -. I - . . . . . . .  ,.-_. ..- - 
. . . . . . .  

. - .. f '  
0 Second Offender Name - allows us - . - .  to'track both . .  cases once. both are in the'system . -- . . .  . . .  .A . ..: -. .. ' .;.: - SecGon 11: Offender lnformationl. .''Y . .  ': . . . .  ...-. 

- - . . -  . 
. . - .  . 

. . . .  .i. . - :  . ....... . . .  . . . . . . . .  . ..; ..- . .  _.._. 
- .  . , .. . ..... 12. Date i f  birth written in . . . . . . .  * .  . . .  . . . . . . . .  

. .  ....... . .... . -.. -- -. . .  
1:.Date incident occurred written in 6 digits, e.g.; 09/01/89.. _____ . .  
2-5:Cirde correct response. . . . .  " * '  . . _.-_-. - ._-_ . . 13-1 9, Circle or fill in correctfesponse;- ! 1 .  . .: . .  . . .  : . . 

.... . . -  . . . . . .  e-. . -. ..- ..+L ..,; .,: _ _  . -  . . . . . . . . . . .  . .... . . -  ' i  rsz : .  ' ... - -. 
6b: &&I1 typ&'invoied. pers defined by the+TI to 

'parts.of.the body, including hands, feet;:etc;:. . - .:- 
. 20. Date of Birth written in 6 13@, e.9.; 06-23-60. . . . .  - . .  .,.L'.' 

.?A,: I, ' '  

~ . . ?. _._. 
:-;' Section IV: Charging.& Disposition and return the yellow sheets stapled together. 

i .  Probable cause but no arrest:-Checkwh?? !he officei;hadd'reason to b l ievc ,_ .  I ___  __ . _ _  , _ _  , . ..... - . .---- .............. . . .  - . - __ .. ._ . 
a person did commit domestic abuse and the actions constitute the . . . . . . . . . . .  < ..... : . 

._.. - commission of crime; did not make .an arrest a d  sen& a report to 26. Cite statute number(s) for the crime(s).uger which &arge(s) iss&.' ,_ , . 
. .  . .  

1 the DA under sec. 968:075(4). This might oqur.in a situation where the Check the,fint box if no charge'is'issued.- . . . . .  - . .  - -_. -_ . . . .  --.----_-.. .- -. . 
Check the second box if thereQ.a deferfed charge where nocharge is -. 

Check-the third b o x 3  the charge is-ai oddinance or municipal violation; ._. 

. . . . . . . . . .  ... :. ..< ..- ... - . offender has left- the scene. , . 

make.an arrest but sends a report.to the DA. 
Uncertain if probable cause: Check if the offcer'did not know whether to issued: if appropriate, indicate' t ie dispPsition and sentence. 

indicate the disposition and sentencefor,each ordinance or municipal' -' . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  3. Arrest Offense(s): cite statute numbers'for the crim -. .- 

. . .  . . . .  ... 
.was made. .IT. 

. . . .  . . .  . . .  
";B&OW arb statuti i i m  

- 
- Bail Jumping 946.49 . - 

Battery: Indicate whether 940.19 (1); (2) or (3); 
Felony 940.19 (2 &3) 
Misdemeanor 940.19 (1) 

Criminal Damage to Property 943.01 

Disorderly Conduct 947.01 
Endangering Safety by Use of a Weapon 941.20 . . 
Homicide 940.01 - 940.09 

4. Acquitted 
5. Dismissed by court - not by Ihe'DA '1 r . .=  ,... 

, 

Criminal Trespass 943.14 . . .  7. Reduced to ordinance violation '; . .  ;.: 2. ... ;:. . ...< _.. . 
8. Reduced to lesser criminal charge 

c- 

... . _  . ._ (indicate the new charge on the f!onl side) l._ . . . .  
9. Warrant issued 

Attempted Homicide 939.32 10. No contest 
. .  ... 

. Resisting Arrest 946.41 _. 11. Read in(s)/other charge@) , , . I .  

- . -. - '32..Dsmissed by the DA 
z .'. . . .  

Sexual Assault 940.255 (I) (2) (3)"(3m) 
Violation of Injunction 813.12'(7j or 813.125(6) 

Section V: Sentence . 

28. Sentence Imposed: check each box that applies. 

Vmlation of No Contact Order 968.075 
tion of Probation 973.10 
tion of Temporary Restraining Order 813.12 (7) or 813.125(6) 

29: Circle the correct response. Oa-lob. Circle correct response. 

1. Please indicate if children were present at the site and time of the - - -  
incident, but did not necessarily witness the incident. 
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Wisconsin Department of Justice 
Office of Crime Victim Services 
~~-ocvs-23,  Rev. 01/92 

Completion of this form meets 
the requirements of s. 968.075 
Wisconsin Stafutes 

12. Date of Birth (MdDayNr) 

I -  I 

. - - -  -___.-__ - - - -  

County 
Law Enforcement Agency 

District Attorney Handling Case 
Offender NamdCase # 
Second Offender Name (If Dual Arrest) 

13. Sex . 14. Ethnidty: Black (not Hispanic) American IndiadAlaskan Native 
Male .. ' Asian or Pacific Islander (ind. Indian Subcontinent) White. (not Hispanic) . 
Female:, - Hispanic (Mexican, Puerto R i i n ,  Cuban, Other) 

Uncertain if probable cause I No arrestfSent to DA. 

15. Prior Domestic Abuse - Arrests? . 1.6. " If .. yes, ~ how many? 

Yes No Unk -.I :mIpaTrq :<.; -.. - 
17. Same Victim? 18. Offender injured? . 19. Required medical 

Yes No Unk yes NO . Unk' - Yes No Unk 
(thisincident). . . -.I - treatment? 

nicity: . ' Black (not Hispanic):. . :. .-. American IndidAlaskan Native. ;- 

. Check here if charge issued . . . . -*~2&%harge(s)'iSsued: Cite.statute(s) . 

. .  n Check here if deferred charge . . I: - - .  

T. . ', > .I .: 

.. I Check here if charge is ordinand ' w 

municipal violation 

27. Disposition: Enter codes (see reverse 'side) ' . [If #8, please indicate new charge.]., : L ;;:: . 
i .- .- ->.,: .i- , . 
. . - : . .  .. . 

28. Sentence Imposed: Check each box that applies; :. .. I7 Court Costs 0 Counseling (specialized abuser treatment program) - - - . -  

Sentence imposed, but stayed Probation AlcohoVdrug treatment 
a .r .._. ; 

Sentenced to jail 

Sentenced to prison 0 Jail as condition of probation fl Fine Counseling (general) 
0 Sentence withheld a No contad conditions Restitution Other (specify) 

29. Domestic Abuse Assessment Imposed? Yes No Unk I 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



Specialized Summary Systems 

California 
Florida 
Maine 
Puerto Rico 
Missouri 
Ohio 
Oregon 
Tennessee 
Washington 
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ID# Date admitted to shelter: Oate exited shelter: 

*) of battering experienced in relationship (arcle all that apply): 

Ever: 20 other 22 stalking 23 physical 24 sexual 25 verbal 26 confinement 

This incident: 20 other 22 stalking 23 physical 24 sexual 25 verbal 26 confinement 

Type(s) of weapons used (circle all that apply): 

Ever: 30 other 31 firearm 32 knife 33 hands 34 feet 35 fire 

This incident: 30 other 31 firearm 32 knife 33 hands 34 feet 35 fire 

Type(s) of child abuse (if applicable, circle all that apply): 

Ever: 20 other 23 physical 24 sexual 25 verbal 26 confinement 
This incident: 20 other 23 physical 24 sexual 25 verbal 26 confinement 

Were the police called? Ever: This inadent Number of times police have been called: 

Was the pep. arrested? Ever: This i n c i d e n L  Number of times pep. has been arrested: 

Ty 9 of charge filed against perpetrator for this inadent (if applicable): 

150 Stalking 151 Harrassment 153 Misdemeanor Assault 

154 Felony Assault 154 Other Misdemeanor 155 Other Felony 

Nere drugs andor alcohol associated with the battering? (check all that apply): 

Nho has the client ever informed of the abuse? (arcle all that apply): 

201 Law Enforcement 204 Medical Professional 209 Friends/relative/employer 21 1 Counselor 213 Clergy 215 Other 

ie client ever sought medical attention? Ever: This lnadenk -- Number of times med. attention sought - 
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m Client Service History 
The purpase of the ciicnt sewice histDry is bo m r d  seervices providd and referrals made bo 
clients. Adult counseling, child axlnsdlng, adult support groups and day care will be sgecind in 
hours. Adult and child counoallng is ddined as any counsding, lay or professional, given to 
dlents about their probkm aswdated with domestic vidence and their opthns. Support 
groups are semi-organized adutt groups which are often facilitated by a mind staf member or 
volunteer who leads the group in dixussion. For thase few agencles which have ch/ldren's 
support groups, Ibr the purpcrses of these statistics, they will fail under child counseling. 0th- 
advocacy is ddned as any type of advocacy that is performed for a battered woman or her 
children which does not fall into any other category. This may include hdping her bo navigate 
her way through the social suvice system. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

@ 5. 

Enter dient number from inddent report. Be careful when 'pu trans& the number tu make 
sure you do not trans~erx or dmp any digits. The dlent number is the only thing we have tu 
link all this i n f m t l o n  together. 

Enter month and year. 

Record the agency name. 

RecMd the day dthc month and the number d hours ofservice provided breach instance 
d service t~ the dient Rbcord refemk by pbdng check marks in the appro-& hrar# 
again maldng sure b, note &e date. 

If the dient sated sheker during the month for which you are mpleting the form, enter tfic 
dlent exit date. Otherwise the exjt date space should be left blank 
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Cllent Sowltx Hl8tory 

EXIT DATE: CllENT I: MONTHIYEAR: SHELTER 
I 
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ALASKA COUNCIL ON DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT \ ... 
SERVICES PROVIDED 

m e  of 
I ctor Name Reporting Period Client ID 

I 

I I I I I I I I I I I 

ECAL ASSISTANCE 

I I I I I I I I .  I I I I I I I 1261 

F E R R A L S  FROM: 
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Section 1 : Advocate Information 

Advocate's Name: Agency 

Date of Call: Time call Began: Time call ended: 

Call Log Number: 

I First 3 Digits of Telephone Number: - Section 2: Caller Information 

Caller is: 0 First time Helpline Caller 0 Repeat caller 0 not known I 

Caller is: 0 Victim 0 Friend of victim 0 Family of victim 0 Professional 

0 Offender 0 Other 

Section 3: Victim Information 

City/Town (give state if not RI) 

Et h nicity: Language: Bilingual advocate required? D y e s  0 No 

Age: 0 Child (0-1.3) 0 Teen (14-17) 0 Adult (18-59) 0 Sr. (60+) 

Does caller have a disability? 0 Yes 0 No 

How did caller learn of Helpline? 

Section 4: Victimization Information (Information in this section should reflect the 
primary reason caller contacted Helpline at this time.) 

Type of Victimization: 

Sex ua I ass a u It/a b use: 
0 1" degree sexual assault 

Gender: 

Domestic Violence: 
0 Physical assaulVabuse 

0 Znd degree sexual assault 
3rd degree sexual assault 
0 1'' degree child molestation 
0 2nd degree child molestation 
0 Suspected abuse/assault 
0 Sexual harassment 

Type not specified/known 

Other type of crime: 
0 Homicide 

0 Physical assault by stranger 
0 Other 

0 Mugging 

55 Emotional abuse 
0 Financial abuse 
0 Stalking 

0 part of ongoing situation? 
0 an isolated incident? 

0 Theft 
0 Child abuse If yes, DCYF called? 
0 Elder abuse If yes, DEA called? 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



. _ _  . -. -. .. . . .--. -...- Y-LL r \ L r  VI\ I 

INSTRUCTIONS 

The primary responsibility of the advocate is to provide support and information to the caller. 
Data collection is a secondary responsibility that should not interfere with sensitive interactions with 
the caller. The call report form should not be used as a checklist during a call. Give your full attention 
to the caller during the call. Following the conclusion of the call, complete the form to the best of your 
ability. You will not have all information on all calls. 

Reports should be submitted to the Helpline Coordinator, Network, 300 Richmond Street, Suite 205, 
Providence, RI 02903. Reports should be completed for each call taken and submitted within 3 days 
following the call. 

a 

The following instructions give general guidelines for completing each section of the call report form. If 
you need additional clarification, contact the Helpline Coordinator. 

Section 1: Advocate Information 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 

Call log number: the dispatcher will give you this number when slhe gives you the call 
Advocate's name: your name goes here 
Agency: the agency that you are affiliated with will go here 
Date of call: give monthldaylyear 
Time call begadtime call ended: give times and indicate a.m. or p.m. 

Section 2 and 3: Caller Information 
- Note: If you are submitting a report following a "go out" call to the hospital or police, the information in 
this section pertains to the person who got the service (e.g., victim you met at the hospital) not the 
professional who contacted the Helpline (e.g., nursing staff at hospital). 

+ 

+ 
+ 

Put the first three digits of the caller's phone number in the space provided. If the caller was 
patched through write "patch" in that space. 
Caller is: 
Choose one from line that describes Helpline use (first time caller or repeat caller or you don't 
know if caller has used Helpline before). 
Choose one from line that describes who the caller is (victim or family/friend of victim or 
professional). 
CityAown: give information for where the caller lives. If the caller does not live in Rhode Island, 
include the state where s/he lives. 
Gender. choose from female/male 
Ethnicify: choose from white, black, Hispanic, Asian, Portuguese, multiracial, other 
Language: what is the primary language of the caller 
Does the caller need to work with an advocate who speaks a language other than English? 
Age: give specific age, if known (e.g., 12, 35, 52). Whether specific age is known or not, indicate 
age category if possible. 
Does the caller have a disability? (yeslno) 
How did the caller learn of the Helpline? Indicate the referral source: e.g., hospital, police 
department, friend, media, phone book, etc. 

Section 4: Victimization Information 
Information in this section should reflect the primary reason the caller contacted the Helpline at this 
time. For example: the caller may have been the victim of child sexual abuse in the past, and is now 
in a physically abusive relationship. She calls because her husband has beaten her and she is 
looking for shelter. The "Type of Victimization" checklist in this section would indicate physical assault 
under the domestic violence column. The child sexual abuse would be recorded in response to the 
last question in the section that asks for information about the caller's history. 

If the caller is not the victim, information should still be logged about the nature of the problem 
presented. For example: the caller is the boyfriend of a woman who has just disclosea that she was 
raped five years ago. The boyfriend is calling to learn how to help her. Information in this section is 
about the victim rather than the caller. 
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- GrP- Ind LOS- 

Counselor 

DC RAPE CRISIS CENTER 
XNTAXE FORM 

i 
Name Date 

Address Intake 
Person 

S e X  AGE Race Marital Status 

Referral Source Sexual Orientation 

Have you received services from the Center before? Yes No 

Do you work outside your home or go to school? 

If so, what do you do? 

&SSAm, T DATA 

Date of AsSault/AbUSe Date of Last Abuse 

TYPE OF ASSAUL T (check all that apply) WeaDon Used? 
Rape Sodomy Yes 
Attempted Rape A t t .  Sodomy no 
Gang Rape Physical Assault Unk 
Harassment Child Sexual Assault 
Stalking Other 

PLACE OF ASSAULT 
Suryivor's Home 
SuLyivor's Workplace 
Offender's H o m e  
Offender's Workplace 

Vehicle 
Outdoors 
Other Bldg. 
Other 

DESCRIPTION OF ASSAULT 

2 /94  

a 
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Medical Treatment after the Assaul t  No- Yes- if yes, indicate 
hospital/clinic 

ASSAILANT DATA 
Sex M,, F,, 

Race 
African American 
White 
Latino 
American Indian 
Asian 
Other 

Ase 
GeosraDhical 

Assault. Local. 

RELATIONSHIP OF ASS AILANT TO SURVIVOR 
Stranger- 
Acquaintance- 
Relative- Specify 
Caretaker- 

POLICE REPORT Yes No- If no, why did you decide not to 

report? 

If yes , what was the  outcome of reporting? 

PRESENT LEVEL OF FUNCTIONING: 

what is t he  presenting problem? 

e 
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. 
Are you experiencing any of the following: Problems sleeping, eating, 
nightmares, e t c . .  

a 

Do you have any medical problems? 

t 
I Presently taking any medication? No Yes If yes, name of the 

medication and reason for taking it 

m y  past or present. treatment experiences 

I. -.. 

, . .. . 

Any suicide attempts/feelings (past or present) No- Yes- If yes, 
explain 

- 

Any Eating Disorder (past or present) 

Any substance abuse-(when abuse started, what substances, how long, e t c . )  
detail information. 
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. 
HISTORY 

a 

. .. . 

. .  

Family history (who they l ived with growing up, siblings, extended 
family, does she/he currently have children, other family info) 

In your opinion, did anyone in your family have anmajor problem with 
alcohol, abuse, violent behavior, mental illness, or anything else you - - 

- No would call a problem? Yes - 
. If  yes, describe 

... . 

.. . . 

. - _.I. . I  

m y  physical abuse (past or present) by partner/signif. other? 

~~ 

Any past sexual abuse? 

Describe family, friend and significant other I s support and knowledge of 
assault 

e 
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w h a t  do you feel in your l i f e  has been most effected by your 
abuse/assault? 

a 

i 
CONTRACT 

Client goals and expectations f r o m  counseling 

. . .  

. . * _  ..... 
Special requests f o r i n d i v i L G . , c o u n s e l o r s  

~ n y  special needs? 

Times available f o r  counseling? 
(include t i m e s  and day) 

What follow up arrangements were made w i t h  the  c l i e n t ?  
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NARRATIVE OF IFITAXE 

, .  . 

~ 

.... .. .-.. .- 
. .. .. 

(Signature of Intake Counselor) (Date) 
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- ' COUNSELOR.: DATE : 19 
TOTAL TIE: - SAIFT: 12mid-6am- 6-8 : 30a~1- a : 3 o a ~ i p ~ -  i - ~ z -  6pm-12nid 

HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT TKE CALL? Great Good 6ad ta lk?  

TYPE OF CALL 

- - 
- Eangup Conticuing Cese Crank , 

Kiev Case : S i l e n t  Call ir?fo.  &quest  

Caller's K a m e  Survivor I IS h'ane 
Re la t .  to' Survivor  Resi6es in: CC VA :9 
Phone E) k') Phone E) w ) 

SURVIVOR DATA ASSAILAhT DATA I - S e x  Race 
Feccle- A €  h-leck- 
:<ale - Cauc &-!/White- 
Unk - La t i nC;/h'ispzn- 

Asian 
Ku 1 t i-reci 91 
Other 
Unknown - 

Xae - 
0-12 - 
13-16- 
19-35 
36-60- 
60 i 

- 
- 

Ur.2 - 

S e x  
Fernale . 
P!ale 
Other  
Unk 

- 
- - 
- - 

.=.c € I 
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C R I S I S  D A T A  F O R M  SITE NAME : 
ts Department of Publ ic Heal th  (10/97) FORM NUMBER : bpni clcl SITE ID NUMBER : 

I. Date of 
Contact: 

MONTH 

2. Contact: 
(1) Phone 
(2) In Person 
(3) Both 

3. Caller from: 

000 
CITY STATE (DPH use only) 

I Don'tknow 

0 4. Caller: 
(1) Survivor 
(2) Survivor's intimate partner 
(3) Survivor's family 
(4) Survivor's friend 
(5) Professional 
(6) Other 
(7) Don't know 

5. Referral ( J  all that apply): 
0 1. Telephone book 
0 2. Friend 
0 3. Family 
0 4. Police 
0 5. Hospital 
0 6. Therapist I Counselor 
0 7. School Counselor 
0 8. Work Colleague 
0 9. Media 
0 10. RCC Outreach 
0 11. Other 
0 12. Don'tknow 

6. First report of incident to RCC? 
(1) Yes 
(2) No 
(3) Don't know 

V I C T I M I S U R V I V O R  
~~ ~ 

0 
8. Age Now.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . 00 

7. Gender: 
(1) Female (3) Don't know 
(2) Male 

8a. Unsure of current age, but estimate client is: 0 
(1) Child (under 13) (4) Adult (30 - 59) 
(2) Adolescent (13 - 19) 
(3) Young Adult (20 - 29) 

(5) Elder Adult (60+) 
(6) Don't know 

9. Age at time of assault i f  
different from age now..  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9a. Unsure of age at assault, but estimate client was: 0 
(I) Child (under 13) (4) Adult (30 - 59) 
(2) Adolescent (13 - 19) 
(3) Young Adult (20 - 29) 

(5) Elder Adult (60 +) 
(6) Don't know 

10. Race I ethnicity of victim I survivor: 
(I) White, non-Hispanic 
(2) Black, non-Hispanic 
(3) Hispanic (7) Other 
(4) Asian (8) Don't know 

(5) Native American 
(6) Mixed I Biracial 

0 11. Does victim I survivor have a disability? 
(3) Don't know (1) Yes 

(2) No 

l l a .  If yes, J al l  that apply: 
0 1. Physical 0 5. Psychiatric 
0 2. Visual 
0 3. Hearing 0 7. Don'tknow 
0 4. Developmental 

0 6. Other 

12. Primary language of victim I survivor: 
(01) English (07) Chinese 
(02) Spanish (08) Korean 
(03)  Portuguese (09) Russian 
(04) HaitianlCreole ( I O )  Other 
(05) Cape VerdeanlCreole 
(06) Khmer 

(11) Don't know 

I N C I D E N T  

13. Latest incident: 
(1) Completed rape 
(2) Attempted rape 
(3) Sexual assault (physical) 
(4) Sexual harass./ verbal sexual assault 
(5) Other 
(6) Don't know 

14. Victim - Offender relationship on 
(01) Current spouse l partner 
(02) Ex-spouse I partner 
(03)  Friend / acquaintance 
(04) Date I boyfriend I girlfriend 
(05) Stranger 
(06) Parent / step-parent 
(07) Caretaker I baby-sitter 
(08) Sibling / other relative 
(09) Professional relationship 
(10) Other 
(11) Don't know 

15. Time elapsed since latest assault 0 
(1) Less than 24 hours 
(2) Up to 5 days 
(3) Up to 3 months 
(4) Up to 1 year 
(5) Over 1 year. Number of years: [-I r] 
(6) Don't know 

16. Location of latest incident: 

CITY STATE or COUNTRY 

0 J Don'tknow 
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17. Physical injury? 
( I )  Yes 

(3) Don't know 

(1) Yes 
(2) No 
(3) Don't know 

(2) No 

18. Medical attention sought? 

19. Evidence I rape kit collected? 
(1) Yes 

(3) Don't know 

20. Weapon present? 

(2) No 

( I )  Yes 

(3) Don't know 
(2) No 

21. Place of latest incident: 
(1) Victim's home 
(2) Residential institution I hospital 
(3) Correctional facility 
(4) Othsr home I residence 
(5) Survivor's workplace 
(6) School I daycare I campus 
(7) Other public building 
(8) Outdoors I vehicle 
(9) Don't know 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22. Assault reported to ( J all that apply): 
0 1. Police 
0 2. Hospital 
0 3. Family 
0 4. Friends 
0 5. Religious advisor I community leader 
0 6. Counselor (other than RCC) 
0 7. Private physician 
0 8. Teacher I school personnel 
0 9. Protective agency 
0 10. Professional Licensing Board 
0 11. RCC only 
0 12. Other: 
n 13. Don't know 

O F F E N D E R  

23. Gender of offender(s): 
( I )  Male 
(2) Female 
(3) Multiple males 
(4) Multiple females 
(5) Mixed males and females 
(6) Don't know 

24. Race I Ethnicity of offender@) 
(1) White non-Hispanic 
(2) Black non-Hispanic 
(3) Hispanic 
(4) Asian 
(5) Native American 
(6) Mixed I biracial 
(7) Multiple offenders bf different races 
(8) Other 
(9) Don't know 

C 

C 

25. Age of offender at time of latest assault: 

If single offender: 
(01) Child'(under 13) 
(02) Adolescent (13-19) 
(03) Young Adult (20-29) 

(05) Elder Adult (over 60) 

If multiple offenders: 
(06) Children under 13 years 
(07) Adolescents 
(08) Young adults 
(09) Adults 
(10) Elder adults 
(11) Mixed ages 

(12) Don't know 

(04) Adult (30-60) 

M U L T I P L E  I N C I D E N T  

26. Has client been sexually assaulted in the past; 

C (I) Yes 

(3) Don't know 
(2) No 

r 

U 26a. If yes, describe the period /.duration: 
(I) Current repeated assaults 
(2) Past repeated assaults 
(3) Past single or isolated assault(s) 
(4) Don't know 

Comments to help us clarify incidents not easily 
described above: 

10197 

-. 
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.. NEW H-VlP SH I RE 
Tabk Contact Victims Table File SpecificaTions - Contains one record per victim in a calendar year. Related to rhe Contact 
Services'Table on NAME field. The Keyvicno field is a secondary key field tha~ is used IO related the dasabasc tables w h a  
tbc name field is removed for confidenrialiry (ix. Coalition and NH DOJ databases). 

' 

= optional Field (will remain in database table but is optionai for agency data collection) 

.EES - Size - V i  Number (Long) 4 
Kcrricno T a t  10 
~gency  Name Text so 
Name Text 35 
*MailingName Text 30 
'IDNumber Text - I5 

Address 1 Text 30 
' Addrtss 2 Text 30 

TC+S 25 
Text 2 

w 
statt 
z i  Code Text 10 

Ttlrphooe 1 Text 15 
none 1 rrpe TCXC 10 
Telepbone 2 Text 15 

* Pbone 2 Type Tcxt 10 
Female Number (Integer) 2 
Male Number (Integer) 2 
Initial CnlUContsct Date DatdTime 8 
V i m  TYDC ?a I5 
Crime Categozy Text 25 
Crime Type Tort 30 
victim's Age Range Text . 7  

Victim'J Age Text 7 
V i s  whnicity Text 25 
* Number of C h i l c h  Number (Inreger) 2 

Children Comment Text 100 
Single H a d  of Household? Number ('Integer) 2 

Disability T a t  22 
Undasened Tm 25 

Income Texr 25 
' Date of Incident Daterrime 8 

hcatiou of Incident - T a t  20 
Rtbtionship to Assaiht Tart I5 

* Assailaot Sub A& Text 20 
VCtim Sub Abuse Text 20 

Assailant Name Text 30 

r e  contact Darablrsc Version 1.0 

(Integer) 

15 
20 

2 
50 

Description 
Automatic counter used to genvatc Keyvicno key field 
Automatic Key field -Co;rlm & NH DOJ data 
Qefaulted value used in reporq etc. 

KEY FlELD - Unique Name, ID #, Code. etc. 
For use in form letters, address labels, ctc. 
Agency identification Number 

Primary phone number 
Home, Work, ctc. 
Secondary phone m b e r  
Home,Work, etc. 
Gender (1 = Female) 
Gender (1 = Male) 
Date of fust confact in calendar year 

Rimary, Secondary, etc. 
DV, SA, Stalking, etc. 
Adult DV - Physical, ctc. 
For Civil Rights, Undenemed reporting 

For Civil Rights, Underseived rtporting 
Shelter Services may need this 
Names, ages, etc. 

For Civil Rights, Undersewed reporting 
For Civil Rights, Understncd reponing 

(1 = yes to SOH) 

Primary Victim's relationship to assailant 

Assailant abusing drugs, alcohol 
Victim abusing drugs, alcohol 
Secondary victim relationship to Primary vinim 

( I  = yes to permission) 

IS 
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December 29, 1997 

Table: Contact Services Table File Specifications - Contains one rccord for each victim contact. Multipk records per victim 
it~f allwed. Related to the Contact Victims Table on NAME field. 
u, &red the daabaw tables when thc name field is removed for confidentiality (i.e. Coalition and NH DOJ databases). 

The Keyvicno field is a sccondary key field that is used 

+ = Optional Field (will remain in databare table but is oprional for agency data collection) 

- Size 

Krnkno Text 10 
N a c  Tm 35 

-Agency OfFice Text 15 
Advocate Name T a t  . 20 
VAWA Project? Number (Integer) 2 
maic~@Vista Member? Number (Integer) 2 
contact Type Text 25 

Conmct Date DatJTime 8 
* contact Time DatJfime 8 

Aroouot of Tmc Number(Long) 4 
Crisis Counseiing Number (Integer) 2 
Crisis Hotline Number (Integer) 2 
Follow-up Contact Number (Integer) 2 
Group Treatment Number (Integer) 2 
SbehtrlSafi Home Numbu(lntegcr) 2 
mer DV Shelter Ref Nu&ber (Integer) 2 - S h e h  Ref Reason Text 20 

Medical Can Number (Integer) 2 
IR G c n d  Phone Number (jnteger) 2 
IR G a e d  In Pmon Number (Integer) 2 
IR Specific Phone Number (Integer) 2 
1R Specific In Pmon Number (Integer) 2 
Crim Just Support (not TROs) Number (Integer) 2 
c] Support Type Text 20 

Emagency Financial Assist Number (Integer) 2 
Emergency Legal Advocacy Number (Integer) 2 
TRO Assistance ~mbu (Integer) 2 
TRO fikd (date) Daterrime 8 
PRO Assistance . - Number(Integer) 2 
PRO Pending (court date) Daterrime 8 
Victims Comp (dixussnd) Number (Inwger) 2 
pasonal Advoacy Number (Integer) 2 
Tmporta lion Number (Integer) 2 

Transportation Miles Number (Double) 8 
Childcart * Number (Integer) 2 
mer Services Number (lrtteger) 2 
.WaDesc Text 25 
' Referred To Text 20 
a Comments Text 50 

Pescript ion 

Key field &om Contact Victims Table 
Key field from Contact Vicths Table 

For sahllitc locations, etc. 

( I  = yes) If needed for VAWA reporting 
(1 = Y@ 

Office, Phone, etc. 
Date of Victim Contact 
Military time format 
Contact length in minutes 
(1 = se&ce was provided on this contact) 
(1 = service was provided OD this contact) 
(I  = service was provided on this contact) 
( I  semice was provided on this contact) 
(1 = service was provided on this contact) 
Refened 10 another shelter (1 = service was provided) 
Reason for referral to another agency shelter 
(1 ,, service was provided on !his contact) 
(1 = service was provided on this contaa) 
(1  - service was provided on tbis contact) 
( I  = service was provided on this conact) 
( 1  = service was provided on this cmtad) 
(1 service was provided on this contact) 
Description of non TRO/PRO CJ Service 
( I  = service was provided on this contact) 
( I  = service was provided on this conuct) 

( 1  = service was provided on this conract) 

. i - .. . .  
, .  

( I  = service was provided on this contact) 

(1 = service was provided on rhi i  contact) 
( 1  = service was provided on this c o m a )  
(1 = service was provided on this contact) 

(1  = service was provided on this contact) 
(1 = service was provided on this contact) 
Description of orher program 

h i m  Conran Database, Version .O 17 
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Data Value Master Lists 

. Vict-mfvPe 
Primary 
Secondary 
Third Patty 
Abuser 
Offender 
Homeless 

Crime Catenorv 
Domestic Violence 
Other Nonviolent Crime 

- Other Violent Crime 
'Sexual Assault 
Stalking 

Crime TVW 
DV Adult - Dating Violence 
DV Adult - Emotional Abuse 
DV AduR - Physical Abuse 

~ DV Child - Emotional Abuse 
1 DV Child - Physical Abuse 

€Mer Abuse - Emotional 
Elder Abuse - Physical 
SA Adult - Physical 
SA Adult - Rape wl Penetration 
SA Adutt Survivor of CSA 

. SA Child - Physical 
SA Child - Rape wl Penetration 

- SA Verbal Harassmefit 
Stalking 

-- Survivor of Assault 
Survivor of DUI/DWI 

-.. Survivor of Hornocide 
1 - Survivor of Robbery 

-. 
... 

Sunrivor of Suicide 
whess - Adult of Violence 
whess - Child of DV 
wfiness - Child of Violence E 

19 
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. 
i 

Relab'onship t6 Assailant me h a r y  Vinim's Relarionship to the Assailant) 

Adolesent Child 
1 Adultchild 

Cohabit 
Dating 
Divorced 
Employer 
Mamed 
Muttiple Assailants 
Other Relative 

Same sex Partner 
Separated 

h n g e r  
Teacher 
Unknown 

. Acquaintance 

. Parent 

. Sibling 

. 'i 

Secondary Relationship (The Secondary Victim's Relationship IO the primary Victim) 
Child 
Cohabit 
Employer 
Friend 

1 Married 
Other Relative 
Parent 
Same Sex Partner 
Teacher 
Unknown 

COUFt 
setf 
Employer 
Friend/Relative 
Lawyer 
mica1 Professional 
Mental HeaJth Ctr. 

,+ Outreach 
~ Police 

Sociaisemices 
Teacher 
' unknown 
!- 
F' L 
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- .  . .  
Victim’s Aae 
0-12 

26-40 
41-60 
SO+ 
Unknown 

Victim’s Ethnicity 
Afn’can-AmencanlBladc 
Asian/Pacific Islander 
Hispanic 
Muttiracial 
NatGe kmericanEskimo 
Unknown 
White, Non-Hispanic 

Disability 
Developmental 
Emotional. 
Hearing 

E E k y i i c a j  
Viual 

Underserved 
Elderly 
Homosexual 
Lang. - Asian 
Lang. - French - 
Lang. - Spanish 
Lang. - Other 
Immigrant 
Migrant Farm Worker 

-‘ Rural 
’ StudenVAdolescent . 
r. - Tmnsexual 

Unknown 

21 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



!.ncome Level - OFTIONAL 
Poverty 
Middle Class 
Upper Middle Class 

1 Unknown 

Location - OPTIONAL (these are example values) 
Assailant's Home 
Victim's Home 

Substance Abuse - OPTIONAL (used for Assailant and/or Victim substance abuse) 
Alcohol 
Ahhol& Drugs 

None 
Unknown 

* 

Drugs 

- office - OPTIONAL (these are example values) 
At Home 
Main office 
Satellite 1 
Satellite 2 
Shelter 

1 
Advocate Name - OPTIONAL (these are example values) 
Mary Jones 
Sue Smith 

- * .  -a Service Description - OPTIONAL (these are example values) 
custody 

Separation 
. Divorce 

2. 
2- BPe of Contact - OPTIONAL (these are example values) 

$ crisis Call 
ab Office Call 

Contact Dambase, Version 1 .O 

, .  . a 

i 
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, 

i 
Shelter Ref Reason - OPTIONAL (these are example values) 
Full 
Geographic 
Homeless 
Phy. Accessibility 
Rules 

Other Desc - OPTIONAL (these are example Special Programs) 
@user Group Treatment 
Substance Abuse Counsel . 

Referred TO - OPnONAL (these are example values) 

Le9aI 
Medical 
Police 
Shelter 
Therapy 

Contact Database. Version 1 .o 23 
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e OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF MEN T@ HEALTH AND SUBSTANCE ABUSE SER 

SERVICES SHEET 

AGENCY [ T I  STAFFID m~ 
CLIENT IO 

- 
OMRACi 
SOURCE a 
a 
a 
m m 

m 
.m a 

m 

- -  

- 
OCATlON 

m* 

el 

m 

a 

m 

[I1 

m 

U 

m 

AGENCY INFORMATION 
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The Informellon Ilsled has been prmided as e qulck reference. lnslructlons and definllions for each lield ere phren In the manual. 

AGENCY 
STAFF ID: 
ACTIVITY Y: 

Enter egsncy and tubagency number. 
Enler Staff 10 o! lndlvldual ptovldlng servlce; or 7AG and Agency NO. when reporting a Oay Servlce (001.004). 

U s l  In chronolaglcal ordsc. the saquonce 01 staff 8cIlVity whlch occurs Mthln Ihe day. 
Ctlenlr Involved In a group ~ l v l t y  w i l l  all have the heme q4bhy number. 
For the following activities, specific coder have been developed lo lrack there events: 
Codes: 996 Home Vlsll 997 Home Vlsll Relwn 998 Olhemlse Abient 999 Omamrlse Return 
Only enler Agency, 7AG &enq No., the abova appfoprlele AcUvIly No., Cllenl IO, and Date. 
Llrl Ihe Cllenl ID for the Individual receivlflg the serviw. CLIENT ID: 

SERVICES and -TYPE: Enter the service provlded. FOR DAY SERVICES ONLY (001404) Ihe lype assodated wilh Ihe program must be filled out. 

. 

ScreeninglEveluaIionIRelerrel Adjunctive Senfices 
100 Commlencv Evaluation 220 Occupauonal Therapy 

001 B 
001 c 
002 A 
002 0 
002 c 
002 0 
002 E 
002 F 
003 0 
003 c 
0030 
003E 
a W F  
003 G 
003H 
0031 
0 0 3 5  

004 c 

. r--- - 
Med Oelox 
Awte Medical Care 

Aesldentlal Subslenca Abuse Tfealmenl 
Msdlcelty Supetvlred DetoxMcetlon 
Non-Medical Delor 
Addescent Group Home 
Crlsle Stabllimtlon 
Res. TxL-Long Term 

Helhvay House 
Independent Uving Tmhlng 
Community Lcdge Program 
Supv. Housing Program 
Sponsor Family Program 
Res. Sheller P r l m q  Vldlm 
Res. Sheller Dependents 
Short Term Emergency Sheller 
Sponsw Housing Program 

Parital Day-Dey School 

Parfial Day Pioaram Acrivllles 
43Q Dav Tteatment _ _  
431 P&h.koclal Traalrnent 

101 Evaluation hsersmenl 
102 Court Reloled Evebelion 
103 Inpa\lenUResldenliaI Screenlng 
104 OUI Assessment 
(05 Referral 
108 Clicicat Testing 

ErnergencylCrkls Intervenllon 
Tzb Face-IaFace 
121 Telephone 

Counsd,:nq/lherapy 
130 lndlvidual 
131 Qioup 
132 FamilymAarilat 

Suppcrl Sedces 
200 Prevocalbnal 
201 Vxational 
202 Saclallzehn 
203 Cllent Educatlon 
204 Cllenl Advocacy 
205 Resource Skllls Oevelopmdnl 
206 Employmenl Trainlng 
207 Home and Communlty BeJed Care 

221 Recreallonel Therapy 
222 MUS~C Therapy 
223 Olhsr 

Msdlcd Services 
300 Medklne Cllnic Vlslt 
301 LaboraloF/ 
302 Medlcrl S e ~ w d h y s l c l m  Prdded  
303 Medlcel Servlces-Flon.Phyalclan Pfovided 

lreefrnenf Plannlng 
400 Trealrnenl Plennlng 

ConsuflaffonlEducsHo~ 
500 Consultation 
501 Educalion 
503 Tralnlng 
504 Syslem Supporl 

Reler to Admlnlslrellve/Menegemenl and Prevenllon Tables !or senrims specific lo lhese acllvlties. . *  
DATE: Enler the date servlce was provided. 
TIME: For lndlvlduelkad services. enler lime In mlnules (5 of 10 mlnute Incrernenls). For a Day Liewloo, enter number of days. 
CONTRACT SOURCE: Enter lhe mde whlch IdenMes Ute type of mnlracl assodaled wiih servlce provided. 
LOCATION: Where service was provlded: (01) Thlr Agency (03) Other Fac I I I~Cour l  Rdeted 

'STAFF 1 OR 2: Enler staff par( lclpel lo~tlrnary or Secondary. When more lhan one glen person has pertlclpelsd In an adlvlly, Vle prlmary e k f l  person reports a 1 and the m n d a r y  

BILLABLE CODE: Thls fleld le lo be completed for rgenclea wlrhlng to back billable senrims for account recehrables. 
AOENCY INFORMATION: For Internal egency use. 
'lelsphone (EmsrgencylCllsls Inlenrenllon) and a11 sewlcrs Ibted for ConsullstlonlEduceUon Aclhrlries may be documenled as follow: 

(05) Other Lacslion (07) Nurslng Home 
(02) Retldence (04) Telephone (06) Jail Oetenllon 

slafl perion reports a 2. There cannot be k o  prlmary trafl reported for Ihe same aclivih/. There can be m a  lhan one seconduy den. 

- 
Cllent ID lo  be reported wilh the Telephono Servlce Code I21 11 the IndMduql b no1 a dlenl: ECOOW001 
Client ID to be reported wilh lhe C~sullationJEducatb Aclivity Service Codes 'hfough 504: PA00000 g. In lasl dlglfs, lndlcate lhe number of lndlvlduals Involve+ ' '*a .. :. 
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ULILil\ I unlH b w n r  
SECT! -TO BE REPORTED FOR ALL INDIVIDUALS 0 ' !&-MAINTENANCE e 
AGENC!!. -- 1-1 CLIENT10 [ m i  TRANSACTIONTYPE m DATE [ m l  TIME I T )  

fregMncy(l-9j n CLIENT RACUE-THNICITY ALERT INFORMATION 
f Whne 3 Amerken lndlan A. Hispanic 
2 Black 4 Aslan 0 8. NomHlspenk 

COUNTY OF RESIDENCE m 
ZIP COO& clnn-m 

SuIcM8USell-Abushre n Allergic Rescllons H 
U 

0 
0 
0 
0 

REASON FOR CONTACT 0 
I Inlonna&iodRetenaI 
2 CbunseHng Doe to 

S@nlllcsnl OIher 
3 CdsS lntervsnlifon 

4 Counselhg lor Sell 
5 EveluanOn 
6 Olher- 

PRIMARY REFERRAL m AGENCY 

SECONDARY REFERRAL AGENCY -1 
AGENCY INFORMATION 
fllrnlted lo 50 characters) 

SECTION \\-TO BE REPOATEO FOR ALL ADM!SSIONS 

CURRENT RESIDENCE 
i Pdvele ResrneW 
2 NoHome 5 NurdnpHome 
3 Reshtenllal Cam Home 
LIVING SITUATION 
I Alone 3 Wich Non-Related 
2 Wilh Faniily/RelaUves Persons 

cl 
0 

4 lntlllutlanal SdIing 

6 Cmmunlry Sheller 

HOMELESS 1 Yes 2 No 
NUMBER UVINQ IN HOUSEHOLD 

0 m 
MARITAL STATUS 
1 Never Manled 3 Dlvomd 5 Llving as Martied 0 
2 Manled 4 Mdowed 6 Sepamled 

\fETERANSTATUS I Yes 2 No n 
DHSCUSTODY 1 Yes 2 No 0 

0 BATTERED WPREGNANT I Yes 2 No 

EMPLOYMENT 
I Fulllime 3 Unemployed 
2 Part Tlme 4 Nor In Labor F m e  0 
OCCUPATlONAL CODES ' 
I PmfesslonsVT&dal 3 Skllled Worker 
2 Manager/ 

Admlnlslml~ve 5 Homemaker 
4 UnsMIled Worker Z I  0 

13 MAINTENANCE AEOUIR€S THE CLIENT IO; TnANSACflON TYPE, DATE, AND TIME OF ORIGINAL FORk b 

COME 

m u d  Income A-Reliable 

AvaAable 

lousehold Gloss CI E4sllmate 

.vh N-NO\ 

:URRENT BENEFITS 
iSI 0 Food Slamps 0 MililaryNA 

ISDI 0 Soclal Security 0 Olher (Specily) 
rFDC 0 
Aedicam Number 1-1 0 

dedicald Number u n n n n  
None 

mmmmm XRRENT 
dEOICATlONS 

COUNWOF m 
COMMITMENT 

.EGAL 
STATUS 
PRESENTING PROBLEM 

PRIMARY SECONDARY TERTIARY mmun 

~ ~~ - ~ -  

Axis IV: Psychosocial and Environmental Problems 
Primary Support Group 
Social Envlronmenl 
Educallonal 
Occupational 
Housing 
Economic 
Heallh Care Services 
Legal Syslem/Crime 
Olher Problems 1. 
Pdl?clpalAx& I or2 0 cunentLoF m 
SMI f res 2 ko 0 SEOC 
PROGRAM WPE 
I InpaUenl 
2 Res. fmubnenf 5 OulpeUenf 
3 Corn. Lkhg Program 

DRUGS OF CHOICE 

yes 2 NO 0 
4 Partial Day Frogram 

6 DeloxMallan El 
mmm 

USUAL ROUTE OF ADMINISTRATIO~J 0 O! 0 
FREOUENCY OF USE 5 0 0 0  

c I 3 n n m n  u n  
II 

AGE AT 1ST USUlNTOXlCATlON T I  
CHART NUMBER 

I] 
WARDNNIT 

CLINICIAN OF RECORO 

DSM-IV 

Axle / 
Axis I/ 
AXIS rrr 

DIAGNOSIS 
PRIMARY m o m  

r 4 a  

TERTIARY m*m 
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. .._ .-.-- __I ---.. r .  -. .--- - - .-- -^ - - I -  . . . . I . -  
A D -  jrEfzC!! To Be Reponed @f An Indivtdduels. , 

,- ~ ~ c t l g n  fype requlres an Agency No., cl;ent ID. T r a r r s a ~  Date end Tme except where &cifk~lly noted. 

00 Emergency Contad-Only Section I is to be completed. 
01 Inilia1 conta-ty sectlon Pis ro be completed. 
m secmd con- seaion I ls to be amlpbted. 

m4ections I and II must be axnpleted. 
04 R e a d m l s s i W o m  1 and II mu¶ be oompleled. 
05 Program Type-Program Type and Level of Fudoning are reqdred; A m  Cllent IO Pnmry Relerral36 

06 DischargelPlanned-FhIds required to be completed: 

Enter appr0prbte"cade. 
07 DischargeKhheflields required lo be oompleced: 

08 DtschargdAWOL-Fiilds required to be ampleted: 

09 Disdaarge10eaHmIds reqUired to be completsd: 

Same as Transadon 06. 

Same asTtansaction 06. 

other Idomrational changes can be completed at same h e .  

Agency 
Zlp Code 
L e g a l  stetus Problem Diagnasis 16 DischargenJo Contact 90 Days--Relds requlred to be completed: 

* 12 Information U p d a t H i l d S  required to be rnpleled: 
RecentSeplOlvorce 1 
Any field. erduding Program Tvpe and Client ID. 
In fo rmah that k~ updated will be retained in a hkIory fib. 

UentID R e l e d  Agency Legalstatus 

m * Admks. 

Client ID County of Resldencs 
RefenaVAgency Level of f unclioning 

. Suic;deVSeH Abusive Pregnancy Recent sep/Dlvorre 
CurrentRcsidence ti*- 

COUKlY O F D F N C E .  - Refer to Okiahoma Counties Table -DqlJG USE; Put "X in box i( any haw ol IV dNg use 16 reponed. 
BEFERRAL: (PRIMARY AND SECONDARY) 
01 sel 13 DMHSAS Hospital 25 Law Morwmenl  
02 Significant CRbr 14 Deparimenl 01 Human Services 
WSChOOl 15 Mental Health Center/Satellltas 
01 ChuWClergy 16 Community Agencies 29 Crisis/!jtebiiizetion Facility 
05 G w p  Home 17 Residential Care Home 
06 Employer. Union 18 Nursing Home 31 Addilionel Sedces Recommended. 
07 Private Psychiatric Hospital 19 AlcohdlDnrg Program?, Reknal not Attainable 
08 Pion-Psychiatric Hospital 20 Domestic Vlderxx Facilii 32 b u n  
09 VA System 21 Private PsychiatrlSIIMenml 33 Probadon 
10 Indian Heam Servke Health Professional 34 Pa& 
11 Department of Heatm 
12 Depanment of Corrections 23 AnomeyLegal Aid 36 Actke Clieni-Died 

SPACE FOR S PECWlC AGENCY lNFORM4TlO& For inlemal use. limited lo 50charaaers. 

26 Reachout Hot-LinslAdvenising Media 
28 Referral Due lo Unscheduled Dlschar 

30 Shelter for Homdsss 

22 Social Secufity 35 Depdnment of Public Sefety 

37 Private Physidan 

SECTION II To Be Reponed For All Admissions 
ICPP: Reler IO Handicap lndcaror Table 

GURRENT - Refer to Medicatton List OF COW M I W W  : Refer to Oklahoma Counties Table 
PROW FMS; 

000 Olher-Non-Mental Health Problem 

110 SpeecMieariq 
120 Pnvshl 

Physital 

130 .&iivsvmatic 
Develonmental Inadequacies 
210 tniellectual 
220 Emotional 
230 Social :a 
240 Physicel 

Abuse Victim 
31 1 Sexual Incest-Received Medical Treetment 
312 Sexual I n c e s t 4 0  Medical Treatment 
313 Adult Survivor of Sexual lncen 
521 ExploitatiotvNeglect--Keceived Medical 

Trealment 
322 GploitatioWNeglea-No Medical Treatment 
331 Psycho log ia~emived Medical Trearment 
332 PsychologU-No Medlcal Treatment 
341 Physical-R6dved Medlcal Treatment 
342 Physical-No Medical Treatment 
303 Adult Survivor of Physkal Abuse . 
351 Farnilyrnependent of Abuse Wclim- 

Received Medical Treatmen! 
352 Famlly/Dependenl of Abuse V ~ m - - N o  

Medical Treatment 

(Hospibk and CMHC's) 

Refer to DefiiLion of SMI 
GS OF C H O W  

01 None 
02 Akohol 
03 Hemin 
0 4  Non-RX Mebadme 
05 Other Opiates and Synthetlcs 

P!jM-W D m  

-' 

gg??z%es and Hypnotics 

YSUAL R O U E  OF ADMINIS- 
1 onl 4 Injection 
2 Smoking 5 Other 
3 Inhalation 

361 Sexual Assault by SIranger-Recelved 

362 Sexual Assault by Stranger-No Medical 

620 Assaultive 

631 Involvement w'lh Criminal Justice System 
Medical Trearment 630 Omer 

treatment 632 Runaway Behavior 
363 Ad& Survivor of Sexual Assault Suio'dallSeH- Abuske 
371 Sexual m u h  by Acquaintance-Received 650 SuicidavSelf-Abusive 

Medical Treatment 
372 Sexual AssautI by Acqualntance--No Substance Abuse Related Problems 

Medical Treatment 710 Alcohol Abuse 

Social Relations Disturbance . 
410 Wnh Family Members 
420 Outside Immediate Family 
Social Performance Defisil 
450 Social Performance Defiit 
Emotional MsiadjustmenVDisIuttmce 
500 Emotional MaladjustmenllDisturbance 
501 Depression 
502 Anxietypanic 
503 Eating Dlsorder 

Thought Disoer/Disturbance 
510 Perceptual Problems 
520 Disorientation 
530 Other Psychorlc Symptoms 
Behavloral Disturbance 
61 0 Homicidal 

71 1 Alcohol Dependericy 
720 OrvglOmerAbuse 
721 DruglOther Dependency 
730 PolyAbuse 
731 Poly Oependenq 
740 Co-Dependen! 
741 At Risk for Relapse (Alcohol] 
742 Ai Ksk for Relapse (Drugs)) 
743 At Risk for Relapse (Both) 
Disasler Aeleted Prodems 
801 Survivor Of Disaster 
802 Rescueworker 
803 Family or Friend 01 SvrvworM&m 
804 Family or Friend of Rescue Worker 
805 Medical or Psychological Treatmenf Provider 
8& lndlredy Aftected Individual 

CURRENT LEVEL OF FUYCnO NING; Refer to GAF Scale 
XVERECY EMOTlONglLyPLSTUR BED CHILDREN (5- 
Refer lo Dsflnhian of SEOC 

08 Amphelamines 
09 Cocaine 
10 MarijuanaMashiSh 
11 m e r  Hallucinogens 
12 Inhalants 
13 Over-the-Counter 
14 Tranquilizers 

15 PCP 
16 Other 
17 Unknown 
18 Methampnetamipe 
19 6en20diazofine 
20 Other Stimtrlank 

AT FIRST -noN: Enler me age in years only 
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WASHINGTON 
Print &ally SEXUAL ASSAULT l N 7 W  DATA FORM 

FM M.I. I d  

Address 

Client ID- fl  

DabeofBirtlt I I 
Mo Day Yr 

Race (Chec c all that apply.) - \ dhite - I frican American - h sian/Pacific Islander - t Iative AmericadAK Native 
- ( rther 

- -.LI - - - - - 

IntakeDate I \ 
Mo Day Yr 

----- 
Agency Code 

Client Cnty: 

----- 
Client Z p  Code 

Gender 0-F I - M  

CfientAge - - Years 

Disability (Check all that apply-) 
1- None 
2 __ Physical disability 
3 - Mental disability 
4 LLI Sensory disability 
5- Other. 

Ethnicity 0 - NowHispanic 1 - Hispanic 

&AL AS! :AUlT:The followin0 questions refer l o  the sexual assault Ur@ led to senn'ce intake. 

When assau t occurred 
1- 72 hours or less before intake 
2- >3days- l4days 
9- > 2 weeks - 6 months 
4 - 
5 - > 1 year 4 5 years 
6- >5years-lOyears 
7- > I O  years before intake 

6 months - 12 months 

9- unknown 

Number of o 'fenders: -- 

Relationship of offendeds) to victim 

0fr.m; ' 02 - Other relative 

0ff.e 04 Caregiver 

01 - Parentlguardian 

03 - Acquaintance fiend 

05 - Prof. service provider 
06 - Spouse/partneder-partntntr 
07 - Stranger 
OB - Other 
86 - Chooses not to disdose 
99 - Unknown 

Gender of 01 'ender(s) 
o - Female 1 Male 9 - Unknown 

Female 1 - Male 9 __ Unknown 
Ofi.tl: 
0ff.m: 0 -  

Offender agc (s) m.m: - - 
offan: Client type 

If exact offer der age(s) not available: 
1 - < 12 year; of age e 

2 -  12- 17ytan - on;.#i: __ 
8 - 29 yc an 
0-5Qycars m.#2: - 

1 - Child victim (Less than 18 years dd.) 
2 - Adult victim 
3 __ Adult survivor of child sexual abuse 

5 - > 5 9  
9 - Unknown 

wsar 
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Service Provider Summary-Based Systems 

Alabama I 

Connecticut 
Iowa 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Jersey 
North Dakota 
Pennsylvania 
West Virginia 

i 
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ALABAMA 

QUARTERLY STATISTICAL SUMMARY REPORT 

Rape Prevention and Education Activites for 
(name of rape crisis center) 

1" Quarter 19-(0ctober - December) 3d Quarter 19 (April-June) 

2"d Quarter IS-(January-March) 4" Quarter 19- (July-Sept) 

JUNIOR AND SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL YOUTH 

I Prevention Education programs held during the period 

A. Number of programs held. 

B. Number of individuals in attendance. 

II Hotline 

A. Number of calls taken. 

111. Other activities (explain) 

A. 

B. 

e N E R A L  PUBLIC 

1. Prevention Education programs held during the period 

A. Number of programs held. 

B. Number of individuals in attendance. 

II. Training Programs 

A. Number of law enforcement personnel trained. 

B. Number of social worker, hospital staff, school personnel, and /or other professionals trained. 

C. Number of new project staff trained. 

D. Number of community volunteers trained. 

E. Number of project volunteers trained. 

111. Hotline 

Number of calls taken. 

IV. Other activities (describe and speclfy number served) 

0 A. 

B. 
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c 

V. Number of new cases of rape and attempted rape of women age 12 and above. 

.Number of battered women and children that spent at least one night in emergency housing in the last year. 

VII. Percent of schools with required health education courses in any grades 6-12 on conflict resolution/violence 
prevention. 

NARRATIVE 

Other objectives of this funding include preparation of information materials and other efforts to increase awareness 
of the facts about, or to help prevent sexual assault, including efforts to increase awareness in underserved racial, 
ethnic, and language minority communities. Please explain your organization’s efforts in these areas. i 

Alabama Department of Pdblic Health 

Office of Professional and Support Services 
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QUARTER ENDING: 

TOTAL WOMEN 

,W;,.R NAME: 

# LICENSED BEDS: 

CHILDREN . 

PLUS€ SEND COMPLETED REPORTS BY THE 
757” OF THE MONTH FOLLOWING QUARTER 
END TO: 

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
INFORMATION SERVICES, 9TH FLOOR 
25 SIGOURNEY STREEl 
HARTFORD, CT 06106-5033 
A m .  JANMILLER 
FAX.- (860) 4244956 

PREPARED BY: PHONE NO: 
PHONE: 1860) 424-5511 

* I .  SHELTER OCCUPANCY 

A. TOTAL CLIENTS PROVIDED SHELTER EACH MONTH 8. BED NIGHTS OCCUPIED DURING QUARTER 
IDuDllcatad CountJ .- r 

11. NEW ADMISSIONS (UNDUPUCATED COUNTS FOR QUARTER PER FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR) 
A ADMISSIONS (UNDUPUCATED FOR QUARTER) 

1. HOST HOME RESIDENTS 2. HOTEUMOTEL RESIDENTS 

. CLIENT CHARACTERISTICS (UNDUPUCATED FOR OUARTER) 

1. AGE BRUKDOWN IADULTS AND CHILDREN) - 

2. ETHNIC BACKGROUND (ADULTS ONLY) 

3. MAJOR SOURCE OF INCOME UPON ADMISSION (ADULTS ONLv) 

4. EDUCATIONAL LEVEL (ADULTS oNLn 

111. CASE HISTORY 

A. INTERVENTION USED PRIOR TO ENTERING THE SHELTER 
IA client maw be renorlad In both uteooried 

CLIENTS WHO USED ’ I EMERGENCYMEDEAL . 

8. POST-SHELTER LIVING SITUATION FOR DISCHARGED 
ITS 

INOC I L~OVEDTO 
LNINGSITUATION UNK 
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W& (Rev. 4/97) 
PAGE 2 

A. 

8. 

IV. PERSONS NOT PROVlDED SHELTER 

# OF INFORMATIONAIJTRAINING SESSIONS 

APPROXIMATE # OF PARTICIPANTS IN INFORMATIONAL/ 

I 

C. 

V. SERVICES PROVIDED (DUPUCATED CUENTS) 

TRAINING SESSIONS 

# OF MEDIA CONTACTS (e.g., # of rrdioflprograms, newspaper 
Interviews) 

ADULTS (la+) 
CHILDREN 

.-----------------_----------------------------------- 

ADVOCACY/PROFESSIONAL CONTACTS: 
ADULTS (la+) 
CHILDREN 

SUPPORT GROUP AHTENDANCE: 
ADULTS (la+) 
CHILDREN 

..................................................... 

TRANSPORTATION SERVICES: 
# OF TRIPS 

INFORMATION & REFERRAL CONTACTS 

CHILD CARE SERVICES: 

. . . . . . . . ~~ ~ ~ _ . .  . .......... , . ...... , .. . .. . . .. [ .  ...\... . ... .. 
I 

VI. COMMUNITY EDUCATION 
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lUWA 

1. 

VICTIM ASSISTANCE PERFORMANCE REPORT 

RePortina Ouarter Due Date 

April 1 ,  1998-June 30, 1998 July 31, 1998 

Section I Proaram Information 

1. Program Name: 

2. Contact Person: 

3 .  Street/P.O. Box: 

4 .  
City State Zip 

5. Telephone:( FAX#: ( I 

6 .  Grant Identification Number and Amount of Grant Award: 

Grant ID # Amount of Grant 

DA-98- 

S A - 9 8 -  

VA-98- 

FV-98- 

7. What is the fiscal year for your program? 

Section I1  Statistical Information 

1. Program Staff and Budget Statistics: 

A .  Number of paid employees in program (regardless of 
funding source f o r  position) 

B. Number of volunteers (all volunteers serving program) 

direct service volunteers 

non-direct service volunteers 

C. volunteer hours during reporting quarter 

direct service volunteer hours 

non-direct service volunteer h o u r s  
D. Total program budget (all sources) 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
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2. Victim Statistics: 

A .  Give the number of new victims/survivors served for the first 
time this fiscal year. Count each person only once. 
(Please see instructions) I 

Total New Victims Served 

Domestic Abuse (Women) 

Domestic Abuse (Men) 

Domestic Abuse (Children - 0 - 1 7 )  

Adult Sexual Abuse 

Adolescent Sexual Abuse (13 - 1 7 )  

Child Sexual Abuse (0 - 12) 
Adult Incest Survivors 

Child Physical Abuse (0 - 1 7 )  

-Survivors of Homicide Victims 

DUI/DWI Crashes 

E l d e r  Abuse 

Financial exploitation 

'' Other" Violent Crimes 

TOTAL, NEW VICTIMS 
Specify "Other" types of violent crime: 

("other" can include, but is not limited to, stalking, robbery, 
shooting, stabbing, etc. DO NOT count homeless - being homeless 
is not a crime.)You may add an additional page if needed. 

B .  
number of new victims served for  the first time this fiscal year 
by county served. 

If the program serves more than one county, provide the total 

County New Victims Served 

2 
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3 .  Service Statistics: 

A .  Give the number of victims who received the following 
services for the first time this fiscal year during the 
reporting quarter. Where appropriate, give the number of 
victims receiving each service "in-person" and *'by phone". 
(Please see instructions) 

Total NeQ Victims Served 

Crisis Hotline 

Shelter/Safe House 

Group Counseling 

Transportation 

Therapy 

by phone Crisis Counseling in-person 

by phone Non-Crisis Counseling in-person 

by phone Follow-up Contact in-person 

Information/Referral in-person by phone 

by phone Criminal Justice Advocacy in-person 

Emergency Financial Assistance in-person by phone 

Emergency Legal Advocacy . in-person by phone 

by phone Compensation Claim Assistance in-person 

Personal Advocacy in-person by phone 

Medical Advocacy in-person by phone 

Other services in - per s on by phone 

Specify other services: 

B. Actual or estimated number of transportation trips 
provided to all victims by staff or volunteers. This differs 
from the transportation category above. In Category A the number 
of victims provided transportation trips is requested. 
B asks f o r  the total number of trips for victims. (One victim 

Category 

0 could have several trips.) 
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, 
Section 111 Additional Statistics 

0 1. Domestic Abuse Statistics (domestic abuse programs complete) 

Shelter/Safe Home statistics must include all adults and children 
provided with shelter for the first time this fiscal year. 

A .  Persons provided with shelter: 

Domestic Abuse Adults: 

Women i 
Men 

Domestic Abuse Children: 

age 0 - 5 

age 6 - 12 
age 13 - 18 

Others - i.e. sexual abuse, homeless, etc. 
Specify others - 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS SHELTERED 

B. Total number of Shelter Nights per family during the 
reporting quarter. (count each night a single adult or 
an adult with children stays in the shelter) 

turned away from shelter during the reporting quarter 
because the shelter was full or because the local 
shelter/safe house was not safe, either for the victim 
or the shelter provider. 

C. Total number of.adults (with or without children) 

D. Total number of adults (with or without children) 
who were referred to another shelter. 

2.  Media Contacts during this quarter (all programs complete) 

A .  Total number of interviews/contacts, TV/Radio, 
Newspaper/Magazine interviews and contacts made by the program. 

B. 

Interviews & Contacts: 

Interviews and contacts by topic and type of media. 
Topic Topic Topic Topic 

DA & SA Other Crime DA SA 

# TV/Radio ReRorts 

# NewsRaRer/Maaazine 

Topic(s) of other crime media information: 
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School Presentations 

# Persons present at schools 

Law Enforcement Presentations 

3 Law Enforcement Present 

Professional Presentations 

# Professionals Present 

Presentations during this quarter (all programs complete) 

I 
Civic Presentations I 

A .  Number of presentations and audience numbers. 
(DA = Domestic Abuse, SA = Sexual Abuse) 

1 

1. Race or 

Section IV Civil Rights Comoliance 

National Origin 
White American (not of Hispanic Origin) 
African American (not of Hispanic Origin) 
Latino (Hispanic) 
Asian or Pacific Islander 
American Indian or Alaskan Native 
Other 
Unknown race or national origin 
TOTAL 

2. Gender: Female Male TOTAL 

3 .  Disability/Handicap 

A. Physical disability - specify 
B. Mental disability - specify 
C. Other - specify 

0 - 12 Years 13 - 1 7  Years 18 - 2 9  Years 

30 - 4 4  Years 45 - 64 Years 65 + Years 
age unknown TOTAL 
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w 

a 1. 

2 .  

3 .  

4. 

Section V Program Development 

Provide at least four stories of how services were able to help 
people. 
victims etc. DO NOT USE VICTIM NAMES. 

You may include copies of thank you nptes, poems by 

Briefly describe efforts to coordinate victim services with other 
local victim service providers, state victim compensation program 
staff, county attorneys, law enforcement, etc. 

Describe any special or unique projects, events or advocacy 
activities this program was involved in during the quarter. For 
example: fund raiser, training, outreach, etc. 

Describe the types of training, including orientation, 
conferences and workshops provided for staff and volunteers. 
Show the number of staff and volunteers present, and the number 
of hours for each orientation or training session or event. 

Please attach additional sheets as necessary to complete the above 
questions. 
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? 

Performance Report Submitted By: 

Name and Title 
~ 

Signature Date 

Performance Report Due: Friday July 31, 1998 in the Crime Victim 
Assistance Division office by 4:30 p . m .  

Submit ORIGINAL to: 

Sue Stewart Lodmell 
Community Services Coordinator 
Crime Victim Assistance Division 
Old Historical Building - 
Des Moines, IA 50319 

Phone: 1-800-373-5044 
or 

(515) 242-6112 

FAX : (515) 281-8199 

7 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



ouisiana Foundation Against 
? 9 Sexual Assault 

a 
S t a t i s t i c a l  Report 

Louisiana Foundation Against Sexual Assault 

Sexual Assault Center Location 

i Month/Year Person completing form 

Number o f  contacts: 
p p e  o f  contact: Ho t l i ne  

Hospi ta l  
Courtroom 
Group counseling 
Ind i v idua l  counseling 

Number o f  new c l i e n t s  served: 

............................................................................................................... 

Demoqraphics ( i f  known; complete as f u l l y  as possible) 

Reqardinq vict ims: F i l l  i n  number o f  v ic t ims i n  each section 
Gender Female 'Male 
Age 0-12 13-17 18-29 30-44 45-64 65+ 
Race White - Black Asian Native American - Latino Other - 
Handicapped: Physical - Mental - Sensory - 

Reqardi nq perpetrators : 
Gender Female Ma l e  
Age 0-12 13-17 18-29 30-44 45-64 65+ 
Race U h i  t e  - Black Asian Native American - Latino 
Handicapped: Physical - Mental - Sensory - Other - 
Drug/alcohol invoLvewnt: Yes No - 

Information about the crimes ( i f  known; complete as f u l l y  as possible) 

Relat ionship between v i c t i m  and assai lant: - Stranger - Acquaintance - Date - Intimate partner - Spouse - Author i ty  f i g u r e  (eg. teacher, coach, minister, doctor, e tc)  
- Family member other than spouse 

Reported t o  law enforcement: - Yes - No 

Type of crime: - Adult rape - Child sexual abuse - Incest 
- Adult survivor of childhood sexual abuse/incest - Sexual abuse/assault 

Time o f  day: - Morning (6 am-noon) - Evening (6 pm-midnight) 
- Afternoon (noon-6 pm) 
- Night (midnight-6 am) 

V ic t im 's  home __ Assailant 's home - V i c t i m  and assa i l an t ' s  home - Other home Location: - 
Vict im's  workplace - Assailant 's workplace 

Outside 

- Vict im's  vehic le  - Assailant 's vehic le  - Other veh ic le  

- School property/campus ( inc lud ing dorms) 
- 

Other 
7 

Addi t ional  crimes committed: - Homicide - C u l t / r i t u a l  abuse - Kidnapping - Battery - Carjacking - Robbery - Burglary - Other No add i t i ona l  crime committed 
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- 
Maine Coalltlon Against Sexual Assault Report Completlon Date a 

NO. 

Community 
Education 
Professional 
Training 
Volunteer 
Traininq 
voluntew 
Screenlng 
Board\Advocate 

Contact Person 

For Central Office Use Onlv: 

Acceptance Date 

eBCFS Contract# 
Center Name: 

Report Perlod: To: Staff Person 

HRS 

1. Rape CrIsls Motline Activity 

Total Number of Contacts: 
Initial 
FollwUp 
Informatimal 
Collateral - 
11. Client Activity 

Total Number of Clients: 
Primary Clients 

New 
Ongoing 

Significant Others 
New 
Ongoing 

Total Hours Provided: 
Primary Clients 

New 
Ongoing 

Significant others 
New 
Ongoing 

Informational 

Collateral 

IV. Interventions 

Medical Services 
Law Enforcement 
Legal Services 
DHS Referral 
Other 

V. Case Resub 

Pollce Report 
ArrestPerpetratw 
Indictment 

Acquittal 
Dismissal 
Other 

VI. Support Group AcWity 

A. Total Contads 
Group 
Screening 

6. Client Activity ( # of Clients) 
New 
Ongoing 
Screening Interview 

C. Total Hours 
New 
Ongoing 
Screening Interview 

A. Facilitator hours in group 

6. Facilitator hours prep time 

VII. Program Actiw-Ry 

Meetings 
Outreach 

other 

I Media 

PART 

UGN I- 
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e Sexual Assault Statistics 

A Number of Assaults which occuned 
in the reporting month 

Assaults occurring in the calendar 
year, but not this reporting month 

Reported this month but occurred 
&g to calendar year 

B. P e m s  who received Medical 
attention during the reporting month 

Persons who received Medical attention 
during the Calendar year but not this 
reporting month 

Received Medical Attention &t to the 
calendafyear 

C. Number of p e m s  who repwted 
*ice during the reporting month 

Reported to police during the 
calendar year, but not this reporting 
month 

Reported to police at anytime &r to 
the calendar year 

D. Number of clients with DHS Involvement 
reported this month 

Occurring in the calendar year 
but not in the reporting month 

E. Number of persons reporting Multiple 
assaults occurring this month 

Occunlng In the calendar year, 
but not this month 

G. Number of persons in ongoing 
situations 

IX Age of Victim at l imo of 
Assault (All new assaults reporped) 

As a Child Unknown 

under5 31-40 
5-10 41-50 
11-15 51-60 
16-21 61-70 
22-30 7ch 

X. h a u l  Repom By Gender 

Female 
Male 
Unknown 

XI. Time Lapse Between ksault  
and Reponto RCC 

Immediate within 24 Hours) 
Within 1.Week 
Wrthin I Month 
Whin  6 Months 
Within 1 Year 
Between 1-5 Years 
Between 5-10 Years 
Over 10 Years 
Unknown 

i 

F. Unusual Circumstances 

UCY r 
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VIIJ. Sex e Assault Statistics 

0-12 years when reported 
Assaults Assaults Assaults 

occurring reported occurring this 
calendar 

in the year but 
month 

occurring 

A e at time of re rUn 1 13-19 years when reported 20+ ye; s when reported Unknown age when reporting- 
Assaults Assaults Assaolts Assaults Assaults Assaults Assaults Assaults Assaults 

occurrlng reported Dccuning reported occurring reported 
occurring this occurring this occurring 

calendar calendar calendar 
in the year but in the year but In the year but 

this 
month month month 

occurring occurrlng occurring 

1 Acquaintance 

not this not this reporting prior to reporting prior to 
repofling calendar rePofling calendar 

Live in 

not this (,., reporting prior to reporting 
rePorting calendar rePoding calendar 

not this 

year 

Ga ngwcquainta n ce 

Gang\S tranger 

incest 

Ritual\Cult Abuse 

? 1 

N 
P 

I 

u) 
u) m 

c. 

c. 
c. .. 
WN 

4 
;D cn D 

N 
i3 
m 
0 
N 

u) 
W 
N 
ID 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

Shelter, Carried Over 
Nonresident, New & Reopen 
Nonresident, Carried Over 

Second Stage Housing 

REPORTING 

- 

NAME OF 

DATE: - - -  (please use the last day 
MM DD YYYY of the reporting period) 

SHELTER : 
City Name She 1 t er Name 

SCREEN NO.: 1 OF 31 

WOMEN 

~ ~~ 

Shelter, Carried Over 
Nonresident, New & Reopen 

I II 11 Nonresident, Carried Over I 

CHILDREN 

Shelter, New & Reopen 
Shelter, Carried Over 
Nonresident, New & Reopen 

~ ~ ~~ 

Nonresident, Carried Over 
Second Staqe Housing 

MEN 

Shelter, New & Reopen 1 

REVISED (11/12/96) 
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WOMEN 

SHELTER 

Clothing 
Transportation 

Personal Hygiene 
Food 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

SERVICES 
~ 

NONRESIDENT SECOND STAGE 

SHELTER 
Clothing 

Financial Assistance 

Individual Counseling 

NONRESIDENT SECOND STAG 

Group Counseling 
Group Sessions 
Legal Advocacy 
Other 
Nights of Service 

SCREEN NO.: 3 OF 31 

CHILDREN 
It I 

11 Transportation 
~ ~~ ~ 

Personal Hygiene 
Food 
Financial Assistance 
Individual Counseling 

I[ Group Counseling 
Group Sessions 

Legal Advocacy 

11 Other 1 .  I 
Nights of Service 

SCREEN NO.: 4 OF 31 

a REVISED (11/12/96) 
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. 

NONRESIDENT SHELTER 

DPW 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

REFERRALS 

SECOND STAGE 

WOMEN 

~ ~~ 

Medical 

Housing 

Employment 

Educational 

Mental Health 

Legal 

Other 
SCREEN NO.: 5 OF 31 

@ CHILDREN 

SCREEN NO.: 6 OF 31 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

r 
I Of the NEW AND REOPENED CASES, how many 

were reopened? 

WOMEN : 

CHILDREN : 

How many women and children were 
referred to other shelters this quarter 
due to lack of space in this shelter 

- 

Referrals f o r  Other Reasons 

F. b. 

WOMEN : 

CHILDREN: 

WOMEN : 

CHILDREN: 

Of the NEW AND REOPENED CASES, how many 
were new? 

WOMEN : 

CHILDREN : 

11. ‘CRISIS CALLS 

Domestic Abused Related: 

Information and Referral: 

TOTAL : 
SCREEN NO.: 8 OF 31 

REVISED (11/12/96) 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

A. SHELTER NON 

1. New & Reopened: 

2. Carried Over: 

RESIDENT RESIDENT 

Total 

TOTAL 

IV. BATTERER'S AND FAMILY PROGRAMS 

New & 
Reopen 

Total Served: 

Carry New & Carry 
Over Reopen Over 

Counseling Sessions: 

Closed this Quarter: 

other: I 

REVISED (11/12/96) 
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, 

V. DEMOGRAPHIC/SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN AND 
CHILDREN 

1. Of t h e  NEW AND REOPENED cases provided SHELTER this 
quar t e r ,  how many were? ( D o  not include carryover) 

A. WOMEN 11 AGE GROUP 

18 62 Under 

19-30 

11 31-40 I 
11 41-55 
56 & OVER I I 

SCREEN NO. : 11 

~ 

HISPANIC ASIAN OTHER I - L E R T  

OF 31 

11 UNKNOWN I ll 
1 1 I 

?*Note: The t o t a l  of all 'categories must equal t h e  Total Women 
She l t e r ,  New E, Reopen on Screen 2. 

I 

REVISED (11/12/96) 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 
V. DEMOGRAPHIC/SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN AND 

CHILDREN 

3 .  GRADE 

Of the NEW AND REOPENED cases provided shelter this quarter, 
how many were in each of the following groups? 

NUMBER 

- 

NUMBER 
Under $5,000 

$5,000-$ 9,999 

$10,000-$14,999 

$15,000-$19,999 

(1 $20,000-$29,999 
$30,000 and Over 
UNKNOWN 

SCREEN NO. 12 OE 

Below 6th Grade 
I 

6th - 12th Grade I 
High School Diploma I 

I 

Hiqh School GED I 
1-4 yrs 
Colleqe/Tech I 
College Graduate 

Post Graduate 
UNKNOWN 

31" *Note : The total of 
all categories 
must equal the 
Total Women 
Shelter, New & 
Reopen on 
Screen 2. 

REVISED (11/12/96) 
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B.CHILDREN 

AGE GROUP WHITE BLACK AMER- IND 

e: The total of 
all categories 
must equal the 
Total Children 
Shelter, New & 
Reopen on 
Screen 2. 

AGE GROUP AS IAN 
AMERICAN .OTHER 

UNKNOWN RACE, AGE & SEX 
SCREEN NO.: 14 OF 

**Note: The total of all categories mu 
Children Shelter, New & Reopen 

31 
st 
On 

equal the Total 
Screen 2. 

REVISED (11/12/96) 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

VI. RELATED PROBLEMS 

3. Of the NEW AND REOPENED cases, 
how many experienced the 
following: 

A. Alcohol Abuse 

PHY S I CAL 
/PSYCH. 

1. Of the NEW AND REOPENED 
CASES, how many WOMEN 
experienced the following 
types of abuse? 

VICTIM 

~ ~~ 

PSYCHOL 
OGICAL 

VICTIM 
C. Emergency Medical Intervention 

SEXUAL 

BATTERER 

2. Of the NEW AND REOPENED 
cases, (CHILDREN) provided 
shelter this quarter, how 
many were abused? 

SCREEN NO.: 15 OF 31 

BATTERER 

Drug Abuse ! I 
Alcohol/Drug Abuse 

I 

Unknown . 

B. Abused as a Child 
Saw their Mothers Abused 
Both 
Unable to Distinguish 
Unknown 

SCREEN NO.: 16 OF 31 

Law Enforcement Intervention 

D. Former Veteran 

Pre-Vietnam 

Vietnam 

Post-Vietnam 
SCREEN NO.: 17 OF 31 

/ 
I 
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I 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

1. Of all the cases provided shelter this 
quarter,, how many were closed? 
A. Number returned to previous situation? 
B. Number gone to new living conditions? 

C. Unknown 

NUMBER 

2. Of all the cases provided shelter this 
quarter, 
A. How many went to court? 

€3. How many resulted in criminal 
convictions? 

C. How many resulted in civil resolutions? 
SCREEN NO.:  18 OF 31 

VIII. OUTREACH 

1. EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES I NUMBER 

B. Number of attendees I 
2 .  MEDIA 

A. Number of programs 
B. Number of persons reached 

3 .  VOLUNTEERS I 
A. Total number for quarter(active and 

inactive ) 
B. Total active volunteers f o r  the quarter 
C. Total number recruited f o r  quarter 
D. Total number of volunteer training and 

E. Total number of volunteer service hours 

inservice training sessions 

SCREEN NO.: 19 OF 31 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

ALCORN 

AMITE 

.IX. A. Counties served this quarter for NEW AND REOPENED CASES AT SHELTER: 
Ir I I I I I I I I 

PEARL RIVER 

I SSAQUENA PERRY 

I TAWAMBA PIKE 

JACKSON PONTOTOC 

1 

I 

I W I C I COUNTY I W  I C  /COUNTY Iw I C  II I I 1 I I I I I 

HOLMES 

HUMPHREYS 

OKTIBBEHA YALOBUSHA 

PANOLA YAZOO 

11 ATTALA JASPER PRENTI SS 

I 

UNKNOWN 
SCREEN NO: 20 ti 21 OF 31 

MCADV (11/12/96) 
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS REPORTING FORM 

OUT STATE 

SCREEN NO: 22 & 23 OF 3 1  

AND REOPENED CASES : 

MCADV (11/12/96) 1 2  
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uuivlo3 1 IL V I U L L ~ L D  3nCL'I'EKS K C l W K ' l l N t i  FORM 
I X .  C.  C o u n t i e s  served t h i s  q u a r t e r  f o r  NON RESIDENTIAL NEW AND REOPENED CASES: 

OUT STATE I I II 
SCREEN NO: 2 4  & 25 OF 31 

MCADV (11/12/96) 
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DOMESTIC VlOLENCE SHE1-TERS REPORTING FORM 

7 

TJLTON MAGEE Q M M  . 
3AUTIER MAGNOLIA RICHLAND 

3EORGETOWN MARKS RIDGELAND 

*1x A. Citiedtowns served this quarter for NEWAN11 REOPENED CASES AT SHELTER: 

'CREEN NO: 26 & 27 OF 31 
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OREST 

ULTON 
AUTIER 

EORGETOWN 

I MADISON PURVIS 

MAGEE QUITMAN 

MAGNOLIA RICHLAND 

MARKS RIDGELAND 
* 
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* 
* c Cities/towns served t )  ' C  

HOLLAND ALE NATCHEZ 

HOLLYS SPRGS. NEW ALBANY 

ICANTON I I  

CENTREWLLE 

F==t-t- CLARKSD ALE 

ITTA BENA OKOLON A 

OLIVE BRANCH 
JACKSON OSYKA DEVELAND I I  

I I  OXFORD KOSCWSKO 

LAUREL 

LELAND 

LEXINGTON 

LIBERTY 

LONG BEACH 

LOUISVILLE 

I I 

S I I PASCAGOLLA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBUS 

c o m  
CROSBY 

CRYSTAL SPRGS. 

PEARL 

PELAHATCHIE 

PETAL 

PHILADELPHIA 

PORT GIBSON 
PURVIS 

QUITMAN 

E E l L I A  I I I RICHLAND 

RIDGELAND 

16 PCYCEEN NO: 3 0 C# 32 0 F 3 I 
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the m i s s o h  coalition 

Asian American 
Caucasian 
Latinflispanic 

4 5  east mccarty street 
Jefferson city, missouri 65101 

(573) 634-4161 (573) 636-3728 fax 

................................................ 

26-35 
3645 
46-59 

* i  2 violence 

Native American 

Program Name 
Attn: Name 

Goes- Here 

~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ 

Don’ t  know 

Region: CEN 

Number of groups led by staff, volunteer, peer or other layperson 
Number of individuals attending (Count each person’s attendance at every group) 

Number of groups led by a licensed professional counselor 
................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................�� 

mcadv @sockets.net 

Goes Here 

J A N U A R Y  1 9 9 8  

monthly 
services 

report 
SHADED MONTHS INDICATE REPORTS RECEIVED BY MCADV IN 1998 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

African American . I I 

Biracial/Mul tiracial I I I I 60 & older I I 

Number of women served (Count each woman only once) 

Total number of hours of services provided (Count total hours for all women) 

Number of women served (Count each woman only once) I I I I 
Total number of hours of services Drovided (Count total hours for all women11 I I I 

Number of individuals attending (Count each person’s attendance at eve~~group)l 

umber of groups held 
mber of individuals attending (Count each person’s attendance at every p u p )  
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2 s monthJy services report J A N U A R Y  I 9 9 8  

m u m  ber of individuals attending counseling 
Total number of counseling hours 

Number of women assisted with Ex Parte Order of Protection I I I I 
I I 

Number of women assisted with Full Order of Protection I 
Number of women assisted with Child Order of Protecrion I I I I 
Number of women accompanied to court and/or visits to attorney I 

Number of male victims seeking services I I 
~~ -~ 

Number of men placed in motel, safehome or other residences 
Number of men receiving crisis intervention or individual counseling 
Number of men receiving court advocacy 

Number of men seeking batterer intervention services 
Number of groups held for men 
Number of men attending groups (Count each person’s attendance at every group) 

um ber of men receiving individual counseling 
Number of individual counseling hours for men 

Volunteers (Include Board of Directors) 1 
Law enforcement (police, sheriff) 

Court Dersonnel (JudRs, clelks, ~rosecutors, probation officers) I I I 
~ 

Lawyersflegal clinics 
Health care providers 
Division of Family Services 

e d i t i o n a l  comments: 
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e 

................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................�� Number of individuals attending (Count each person’s attendance at every @UP) 

L 

the missouri coalition 

415 east mccarty street 
Jefferson city, misscuri 65101 

(573) 634-4161 (573) 636-3728 fa 

......................................... 
mcadv@sockets.net 

Program Name Goes Here 
Attn: Name 

Goes-Here 

................. ..--.-+ J A N U A R Y  1998 

monthly 0 

services 
report 

SHADED MONTHS INDICATE REPORTS RECEIVED BY MCADV IN 1998 

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV 
Region: CEN 

i 
DEC 

Number of new residents 
Ongoing (Count individuals who entered your shelter in the previous month) 

Bedniehts of shelter provided 

Don’t know/Other (Specify) I I 
.................................. 

Number of women served (Count each woman only once) 

Total number of hours of services provided (Count total hours for all women) 

Number of women served (Count each woman on& once) 
Total number of hours of services provided (Count total hours for all women) 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



1 

2 -- monthly services report J A N U A R Y  1 9 9 8  

umber of groups held 
umber of individuals attending (Count each person’s attendance at every group) 

Number of individuals attending counseling 
Total number of counseling hours 

Number of women assisted with Ex Parte Order of Protection 
Number of women assisted with Full Order of Protection 
Number of women assisted with Child Order of Protection 
Number of women accompanied to court and/or visits to attorney 

Number of male victims seeking services 
Number of men placed in motel, safehome or other residences 
Number of men receiving crisis intervention or individual counseling 
Number of men receiving court advocacy I I 

-umber of men seekine batterer intervention services I I 
~ ~ _ _ _ _  ~~ 

Number of groups held for men 
Number of men attending groups (Count each person’s attendance at every group) 

Number of men receiving individual counseling 
Number of individual counseling hours for men I I 

Volunteers (Include Board of Directors) 

Law enforcement (Police, sherift) 

Court Dersonnel (Judcles, clerks, ~rosecutors, probation officers) I I I 
~~ 

Lawyersllegal clinics 
Health care Droviders 
Division of Familv Services I I I 

~~~ ~ ~ ~~~ 

Education (Students, teachers, administfators) 

........................................................................................................................................................................................................... . ........................................................ ..... 
Additional comments: 
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rpE: 
the missouri coalition 

415 east mccarty street 
jefferson city, misswri 65101 

(573) 634-4161 * (573) 636-3728 fax 

............................................ J U N E  1 9 9 8  
mcadv@sockets.net monthly 

services Program Name Goes Here 
Attn: Name 

Goes- Here report i 
Region: CEN SHADED MONTHS INDICATE REPORTS RECEIVED BY MCADV IN 1998 

APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC 

Number of men seeking batterer intervention services 
Number of eroum held for men 

I Number of men attending groups (Count each person’s attendance at every group) 

Number of men receiving individual counseling 
Number of individual counseling hours for men 

volunteers (Include Board of Directors) I I I 
Law enforcement (Police, sheriff) 

court personnel (Judges, clerks, prosecutors, probation officers) 

Lawyers/legal clinics 
Health care providers 
Division of Familv Services I I I 
Education (Students, teachers, administrators) 

Clere;y/relinious groups 

.................................. 

Additional comments: 

a 
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. Nebraska Department of Social Services 
Domestic Violence/Sexual Assault Programs 

Monthly Activity Summary 
program: 

MonWYeac # 

I. Caseload (Face to Face): 
Domestic Sexual IncesVChild 
Violence hsaul t  Sexual Assault llk!wrs 

Adults 
NeW 
Continued 

Adolescents 
New 
Continued 

Children 
New N/A N/A 
Continued N/A N/A 

New N/A 
Continued N/A 

Significant Others 

TOTAL 

*Services Provided (Individual Face to Face): 

Ind. Crisis Support 

Transportation 

Financial Assistance 

Food/Meals 

Legal Advocacy 

Medical Advocacy 

Shelter: 
## of Beds 

## of People in Shelter 
(unduplicated) 

, @## of Shelter Nights (This number cannot be more than the number of days LI the month.) 

111. Volunteer Hours (Total for Month): 7196 
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IV. Group Services: 

Domestic Violence 
# of . #in 

Lectures Audience 

# of Sessions 
# in Attendance 
(unduplicated) 

Crisis Support Hours 

Sexual Assault 
# of # in  

kcturns Audience 

V. Crisis Line Activity: 

VI. 

e 
I I I I I I I I I 

Domestic Violence 

Client Calls 

Familyflriends 

AbuserdPerpetrators 

Advocacy Calls 

Information Requests 

Total Calls For Month 

Community Educatiodn-Services: 

Elementary SchooWouth Crps 

Junior-High SchooldYouth Grps 

College 

Church/Civic Croups 

Teacherflarent Croups (K-12) 

Inservice Trainings: 

Social Services 

LegaVLaw Enforcement 

Medical 

Totals For Month 

Sexual Assault 

I I I 
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. NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
Domestic Violence - Face to Face 

Survivor 

Gender: Female Male Total 

Age: 13-17 18-29- 3044 
45-64 65+ U n L  

Race: White- Asian Hispanic 
Black- Native American- Other - 
Unk 

Is The Victim's Primary Language English: 
Yes No Unk 
If no, type: Vietnamese Spanish 
Other Unk 

Employment: Employed Unemployed ' Retired Unk 

Last Education Attended: Junior High- High 
School Collegdl'rade- - Unk- 

Income: $0 $0-10,000 

$30,000+ Unk 
$10-20,000 $20-30,000 

Abused in Childhood: Yes- No,, Unk 

Witnessed Abuse as Child: 
Yes- No Unk 

Did Victim Use AlcohoYDrugs Before or During 
Latest Incident? 
Yes- No- Unk- 

Abuser 

Gender: Female Male Total 

Age: 13-17 18-29- 30-44 
45-64 65+ U n L  

Program: 

I 

I 

Race: White- Asian Hispanic 
Black- Native American Other 
Unk 

Is The Abuseis primary Language English: 
Yes No 
Ifno, type.- Vietnamese Spanish 
Other Unk 

unk - 

Employment: Employed Unemployed 
Retired Unk 

Last Education Attended: Junior High,, High 
- - School Collegflrade- unk- 

[ncome: $0 $0-10,000 
$1 0-20,000 $20-30,000 
$30,000+ Unk 

&used in Childhood: Yes- No- Unk 

Vitnessed Abuse as Child: 
Yes- No Unk 

lid Abuser Use AlcohoYDrugs Before or During 
Latest Incident? 
Yes- No- Unk- 

OVER 
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Relationship: Spouse Partner/Same Sex 
Partner/Opposite Sex- Former Partner/ 
Spouse Family Member 
Other Unknown 

Severily 

PhysidInjuries: Yes- No- Unk 
If Ya,  type CuWBruisedScrapes 
Burns- Broken Bones- Internal 
Other- 

Medical Attention Ever Required? Yes- No- 
Unk- 

Weapon Ever Used: Yes- No- Unk- 
I f  YesJ type: Knife- Gun- Object- 
Unk- 

Law Enforcement Involved 

Recent Incident. Yes- No- Unk- 
I f  Yes, was abuser arrested? 

Yes- No- Unk- 

Mor Incidents: Yes- No Unk- 
I f  Yes, was abuser arrested? 

Yes-No- Unk- 

Were the Victim & Abuser Living Together at Time I 
Latest Incident? 
yes- No Unknown 

Histo y o f  Abuse 

Duration: Less than Year 1-5 Years 
6-10 Years 11+Years U& 

Frequency of Physical Abuse: Daily 
Weekly Monthly- Six Months 
Yearly Other Unk- 

Experiencing Sexual Abuse in Present Relationship? 
' Yes No Unk 

Children in Home (Total # of: 1 * 

# of Children Witnessing: Yes- No- Unk- 

# of Children Injured: Yes- No- Unk- 

F of Children Suspected of Being Sexually Abused: 
Yes- No- Unk- 
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NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
Sexual Assault - Face to Face 

(Adults Assaulted as Adults) 

Monthflr: Program: 

Survivor 

Gender: Female Male- Total 

Age: 13-17,, 18-29 30-44 45-64 
65+ Unk- 

Race: White- Asian- Hispanic 
Black- Native American Other 
Unk- 

Is The Survivor’s Primary Language English? 

Ifno, type: Vietnamese Spanish 
Yes No Unk 

Other Unk 

Had Survivor Used AlcohoYDrugs Before Assault? 
Yes- No- Unk- B 

Living with Perpetrator? 
Yes- No- Unknown- 

rype of Assault: Penetration- Fondling_ 
Exposing Masturbation- Unknown- 

ir;ctim Compliance Gained Through: 
Threat of/Use of Physical Violence- 
Psychological Coercion Unknown 

YCoercion used, type: Bribery- Threats (other 
than of physical violence) Obligation/ 
Manipulation Instruction Entrap- 
ment Unknown 

eapon Involved: Yes- No- Unknown- 
Ifyes, type: Knife- Gun- Object- Unk- 

? 

P q e b a t o r  

Gender. Female Male- Total 

Age: 13-17- 18-29 30-44 45-64 
65+ Unk- 

Race: White- Asian- Hispanic 
Black- Native American Other 
Unk- 

Is The Perpetrator‘s Primary Language English? 

Ifno, type: Vietnamese Spanish 
Yes No Unk 

Other Unk 

Had Perpetrator Used AlcohoYDrugs Before Assault? 
Yes- No- Unk- 

Relationship: Friend- Acquaintance- Family 
Member Current Spousflartner- 
Former Spousflartner- Stranger 
Unknown 

Location Were Assault Occurred: Victim’s Home- 
Perpetrator’s Home Other HomeBuilding 
Victim’s Vehicle Perpetrator’s Vehicle 
Other Vehicle Outdoors 
School Workplace Other 
Unk 

Medical Attention Received: Yes- No- Unk- 
Referred for HIV/AIDS Testing: Yes- No- Unk- 

Reported (Police): Yes- No- Unk- 
I f  yes, was perpetrator arrcjfeu? 

Ifyes, were charges filed? Yes- No- Unk- 
Unk Yes- No 
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NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
Incest/Child Sexual Assault - Face to Face 

Adult Survivors a (Adults Assaulted as Children) 

Month/Yr: Program: 

Survivor 

Gender. Female- Male Total- 

Current Age: 18-29- 30-44- 45-64 
65+ Unknown 

Age Assaults Began: 0-3- 4-7- 8-12- 
13-17- Unknown 

Race: White- Asian- Hispanic- 
Black- Native American- Other 
Unknown 

Is The Survivor's Primary Language English 
Yes No Unk 

I f  no, type: Vietnamese 
Other Unk 

Spanish 
B 

Duration of Abuse: 

On-Going_ Single Incident- Unknown- 
I f  on-going, how long? 0-1 Year- 1-3 Years- 
- 3+Years Unknown 

Type of Assault: Penetration- Fondling 
Exposing/Masturbation- Unknown 

Victim Compliance Gained Through: 
Threat of/Use of Physical Violence 

Psychological Coercion Unknown 

Coercion used, type: Bribery- 
Threats(other than of physical violence) 
ObligatiodManipulation Instruction 
Entrapment Unknown 

Perpetrator 

Gender. Female Male Total 

Age at Time of Assaults: 12 & Under - 13-17- 
18-29- 3044- 45-64 65+ Unk 

Race: White- Asian- Hispanic- 
Black- Native American- Other 
Unknown 

Is/Was The Perpetrator's Primaxy Language English: 

I f  no, type: Vietnamese Spanish 
Yes No Unk 

Other Unk 

Relationship: Fathernigure MotherFigure- 
Relative S i b l i n p  Family Friend- 
Stranger- Acquaintance- Unknown- 

Weapon Ever Involved: Yes- No- Unknown,, 

I f  Yes, type: Knife- Gun- Object- Unk- 

Medical Attention Ever Received: 
Yes- No- Unk- 

Referred for "/AIDS Testing: 
Yes No- Unk- 

Reported (PolicdDSS): Yes- No- Unk- 

I f  Yes, was the perpetrator arrested? 
Yes- No_..- Unk 

I f  Yes, were charges filed? 
Yes- No- Unk- 
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’ NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
Incest/Child Sexual Assault - Face to Face 

Child & Adolescent Survivors 
I 

(Children Assaulted as Children) 

Monthflc Program: 

Survivor 

Gender, Female,, Male,,, Total- 

Current Age: 0-3- 4-7- 8-12- 13-17,, 
Unknown -. 

Age Assaults Began: 0-3- 4-7- 8-12- 

13-17,, Unknown,-, 

Race: White- Asian,, Hispanic- 
Black,, Native Amencan- Other 
Unknown- 

Is The Survvjvor’s Primary Language English: 

I f  no, type: Vietnamese Spanish 
Yes No.-. Unk 

Other Unk 

Duration of Abuse: 
On-Going_, Single Incident- Unknown,, 
I f  on-going, how long? 0-1 Year- 1-3 Years,, 

3+ Years Unknown 

Type of Assault: Penetration- Fondling 
ExposinglMasturbation- Unknown 

Victim Compliance Gained Through 
Threat of/Use of Physical Violence 

Psychological Coercion Unknown 

I f  Coercion used, type: Bribery_,  
Threats(other than of physical violence) 
Obligation/Manipulation Instruction- 
Entrapment,,, Unknown 

Perpetrator 

Total Gender: Female Male 

&e at Time of Assaults: 12 & Under - 13-17- 
18-29,, 30-44- 45-64 65+--- Ud- 

Race: White- Asian- Hispanic- 
Other Black,, Native American- 

Unknown 

IsMras The Perpetrator’s Primary Language Engk’sb: 
Yes No,-- Unk 

I f  no, tgpe: Vietnamese 
Other Unk 

Spanish - 

Relationship: Fathersigure Motherfljgure- 
Relative Sibling Family Friend- 
Stranger- Acquaintance,, Unknown- 

Unknown,, Weapon Ever Involved: Yes- No,, 

I f  Yes, type: Knife,, Gun- Object,, Unk- 

Medical Attention Ever Received: 
Yes_, No- Unk- 

Referred for HIV/AIDS Testing: 
Yes No,, Unk- 

Reported ( P o l i d S S ) :  Yes- No,, Unk- 

I f  Yes, was the perpetrator arrested? 

No Unk Yes- 
If Yes, were charges filed? 

Yes,, No- Unk- 
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Nebraska Department of Social Services 
Domestic Violence/Sexual Assault Programs 

Monthly Activity Summary 
Protection Order Activity 

Program: 
0 
MonWear: 

TemDorarv Orders 

Total Number of Applications Program Assisted With: 

Of these: # Granted # Denied # unknown # Continued #Withdrawn 

Reason Orders Were Denied: (Number Applicable) 

i 
Comments: 

unknown: 
Insufficient Grounds: 
Parties Never Lived Togethec 
Inappropriate Filing: 
Innapropriate for Situation: 
Respondent Not Served: 
Unclear Jurisdiction: 
Custody/Children Included 
Restraining Order in Effect: 
Abuse Not Recent Enough: 

0.. 

Counties (# per County): 

Permanent Orders 

Total Number Of Hearings Program Assisted With: 

Of these: # Granted # Denied ## unknown # Continued #Withdrawn 

Reason Orders Were Denied: (Number Applicable) Comments: 

Unknown: 
Insufficient Grounds: 
Parties Never Lived Together: 
Inappropriate Filing: 
Respondent Not Served: 
Restraining Order: 
Petitioner did not appear at hearing: 
Abuse not recent enough: 
Children/Custody: 
Other: 

7/93 
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. 
N N A D V  

NAXE OF ORGANIUTJOU COUNTIES S€RVLD: 

G M N D  TOTAL 
- - - - -  

RESIDENCE Of - 

_c_ 
Eureka Nye 

Lander Storey 
Li nc o In Yashoe 

Hlneral UnknOWBl 

- Carson City 
Churchill 2__ Hmboldt Pershing 
Clark 

Elk0 - tyon - White Pine - 
Esrneralda 

- - - Douglas c__ 

- - __L 
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MPUW"I STATUS - P R I M Y  VlCTIHS 

Employad Ful l - fh~ 
Employed Part-Time 
Unemployed 
Disabled 
Bctired 
Unknown 
S tudont 

- - 
- - 

Number o f  known casea in which law enforcement was co 
during t h i s  reporting quarter? 

Known number of arretit:9 made 
Nubet  not arreotad 
Caaa s+ll pending 
tbaber of known enoss In which low onforcement vas not 
contacted during t h i s  reporting quarter? 

- 

- Number of Protection Orders Prepared 

Number of Pollce Reports Prepared 
Nursber Court Appointments 

Puobar of Individual Counse 1 5  ng Se 8 slons 

Number of Vfctixw support groups held 

Umber of Parant's support groups held 

_I__ - 
cI--cI 

. 
I - 

age 2 
19 2 

QTRPT 
DVDI S C 
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. 

NNFIDV ?8235805468ee 

M E R  OF R&€ZXRALS PROVZDED CLIENTS 
- .  

Temporary Pratsction/Restrafnfng Orders 

Legal Counsel 

brr Enforcement 

Hedical 

Day Car. 

Food 

II Transportation 

Child Protective S e n i c e s  

Patenting Programs (Classes) 

Clergy - 

School 

court 

1 V i c t b  Compensation 

Othcr (Specify) 
I 

QTRPT 
DVDISC 

. .- 
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NNADV ?@23580546888 P. 8s 

Number o f  perpetrators served (unduplicated) 

DescrLbbe any other services provided 
to the perpetrator? 

0 
6. 

7. 

8 ,  

TOTAL 

- 
rd and Committees 

-- 1 
Insetvice Training held 

-- ~. ~ 

ttach swenary of significant events, a c t f v i t i e s ,  presentations, 0ec.  for this period. Includa 
saber of staf t attending vhenever possible .  

a 
)ge 4 
'92 

QTRPT 
DVDISC 
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NEW JERSEY DOMESTEC VIOLENCE P R O G R A M  STATISTICS 

AGE: 
IDEPENOENT) I I I 

0 . 5  1 5 . 9  1 1 0 - 1 4 1  15-18’ 

AGENCY: -\ 

PREPARED 0V: 
MONTH: 
YEAR: 

1. RESIDENTIAL CLIEMS SERVED 

1 I 

2. AVERAQE LEHQTH OF STAY 
(Woman dlrchargod thla month) 

I Shells I tioteVMotet I ! j e a m d ~ ~ a g r  
1 I 

I I I I 

3. 8 TURN-AWAY3 FROM SHELTER 

1 THIS MONTH I Y EAR-TO-DATE 1 

4. OEMOORAPHICS OF RESIDENTS A D M m D  THIS MOKM REASONS FOFI WRKAWAYS 
{Includer hotaYmorel placamomr) 

PREVIOUSLY SHELTERED: WornenlChildtenl Tolal 
1 ’  1 

1 1 
WomanlChlMrenl Total 

NOH-ENGLISH SPEAKINO - IANQUAOES 

A Q E  15 - 18 1 19 24 I 25 34 I 35 - 44 45 - 54 I 55 - M I a+ 
(CLIENT) I 1 ’  I I I I 

RACE: WHITE ]BUCK IXISP. JASIAN !AM IND.]OTHER 
I 1 I I I 

e 
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 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



NEW JERSEY DOMESTIC VIOLENCE PROGRAM STATISTICS - 

f THIS MONTH DESCR l?TlON 
CRISIS CALL-VtCTIMS . 
VICTIM SUPPORT ' 

BATTEAER SUPPORT 
OWESTIC VIOLENCE iNFO..ANY SOURCE 
INFO. & REFERRAL-NOT DV 

CRlSlS CALL-BA77EREAS 

AGENCY: 
PREPARED B Y  

YEAR.TO.DATE~ 
b 

TOTAL 4 VICTIMS 
(YEA R=TO-DATE) I 
(YEAR-TO-DATE) 1 TOTAL 8 BAITERERS 

10. HOTLINE CALLS 

11. PREVENTIVE EDUCAllON AND TRAlNlNQ 

I OF TRAININGSAND 1 ATTENDANCE I 

MONTH: 
YEAR: 

12. ADDITIONAL SERVICES OR COMMENTS 
(Special Everns, Medla Hlghllghli, Technical AssJslancolConurRations, Sorvfce Trondr. @IC. Please rnach ail newsflaper CUpplngS.) 

t . .  

Page 3 of 3 
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I 19  I Telephone Number This Repon Completed By 

Female 
Male 

4. AGE OF VICTIM 

0-1 2 years 
13-1 7 years 
16-29 years 
30-44 years. 
45-64 years 
65 and older 
UNKNOWN 

'5. DISABLED VICTIMS (Indicate all 
disabilities (listed below) which apply 
to each victim. 

1. NUMBER OF NEW VICTIMS SERVED THIS MONTH (Count each victim only once per year the first time shelhe receives service%; If 
you talk to a victim on the phone for a significant length of time. and obtain enough information IO respond to  the following, record here 
and not as a phone call.) 1-1 l a .  OF NEW VICTIMS REPORTED IN LINE 1 ABOVE HOW MANY WERE ALSO CLIENTS IN A -7 

Self 
Law Enforcement 
Friend 
FamilylRelative 
Legal Assistance 
Private Attorney 
PhysicianlHospital 
County Social Services 
Human Service Center 
Church 
Mental Health Referral Line 
Private Help Agency 
Victim Witness Advocate 
Employer 

2. NUMBER OF VICTIMS REPORTING ABUSE (OR FOR WHOM SOMEONE ELSE HAS REPORTED ABUSE) FOR THE FIRST TIME THIS 
YEAR WHO WERE '-' (These should not be included in line 1 .) PHONE CALL refers to a victim who was not  seen in 
oerson. a n a e d .  I' . P1-s. 
0 
RECORD THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION ON NEW VICTIMS (not phone calls) served this month. Total for each category should equal the number 
of new victims. '(Except for categories marked by an asterisk.) I 

12. PRIMARY ABUSER'S 1 
RELATIONSHIP TO VICTIM 

I 

8. PRIMARY REFERRAL SOURCE I 3. SEX OF VICTIM 

Tribal Social Services 
Tribal Court 
State's Attorney 
Court 
Other DV Project . 

Other 
Unknown 

- 

Visually IrnpairedlBlind 
Hearing ImpairedlDeaf 
Developmentally Delayed 
PhysicaIlMedical Disability 
Mentally 111 
Other 
Unknown 

D- 

Total No. Disabled Victims 
6. ETHNIC BACKGROUND 

9. FAMILY SIZE OF VICTIM 
(number of minor children living in 
home) 

JlCTlM ABUSER 
CaucasianMlhite 

Two 
Three 
Four 
Five 
Over Five (Specify) 
Unknown 

-- 
American IndianlAlaskan 
Native 
African AmericanlBlack 
AsianlPacific Islander 
Hispanic 
Other 
Unknown 

7. COMMUNITY SIZE OF VICTIM 

Rural 8 Remote Location 
'Town Under 500 Population 
Town 500 to 1500  Population 
Town 1500 fo 5000 Population 
City 5,000 to 10,000 Population 
City 10,000 to 35,000 Population 
City Over 35,000 Population 

'1 0. NUMBER OF NEW VICTIMS 
SEEN WHO WERE PREGNANT AT 
THE TIME OF THE ASSAULT. 

11. PAST USE OF A DV PROJECT 

Yes 
No 
Unknown 

Spouse 
Former Spouse (Includes those legally 
separated or in divorce process) 
Cohabitating Partner 
Partner (BoyfriendlGirlfriend) 
Former Partner (BoyfriendlGirlfriend) 
Family MemberlRelativo 
Roommate 
Other 
Unknown 

13. WAS LAW ENFORCEMENT 
CALLED AT TIME OF I N C I D W  ? 
Yes 
No (go to #14) 
Yes, but no officer responded 
Unknown 

'1 3a. IF OFFICER RESPONDED, WAS 
THE ABUSER ARRESTED? 
Yes 
No 
Unknown 

13b. FOR YES ANSWERS IN 13A. 
ON WHAT CHARGE61 WAS THE 
ABUSERARRESTED? 

-Aggravated Assault 
Assiult 
Simple Assault 
Disorderly Conduct 
Terrorizing 
Stalking 
Domestic Abuse: Tribal Code 
Other (List) 

- 

I Unknown 

14. WAS A CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
FILED? 

Yes 
No (go to 116) 
Unknown 
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- - 

14a. "IF YES, WHO SIGNED THE 
COMPLAINT? 
Victim Signed 
Law Enforcement signed without 

Other (Specify): 

victim's signature 

- 
Unknown 

22. IS THERE A HISTORY OF DRUG 

VIOLENCE? 
ALCOHOL USE ASSOCIATED WITH 
21. IS THERE A HISTORY OF 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE? 

Yes - By Abuser Only 
Yes - By Victim Only 
Yes - By Both 

ABUSE ASSOCIATED WITH OOMESTIC 

Yes - BY Abuser Only 
Yes - BY Victim Only I- Yes - By Both 

15 .  IF YES TO #14, WERE CRIMINA1 
CHARGES FILED? 
Yes 
No 
Unknown 

16. LENGTH OF EXPOSURE TO 
VIOLENT RELATIONSHIP 
(m number of years in relationship) 

No 
Unknown 

Under 1 year 

No 
Unknown 

~~ 

1-5 years 
6-1 0 years 
11-20 years 
Over 20 years 
Unknown 

17. HAVE WEAPONS EVER BEEN 
USED DURING ANY INCIDENT OF 
ABUSE (actually used or visibly used as 
threats)? 

Yes 
Guns 
Knives 
Other (Specify) 

- 

No 
Unknown 

18. TYPE OF ABUSE (Be sure t o  mark 
only one type of abuse/victim) 
Physical 
Psychological 
Unknown 

18a. HAS THE ABUSE ALSO 
INCLUDED SEXUAL ASSAULT BY THIS 
ABUSER? 
Yes 
No 
Unknown 

19. DOES THE ABUSER HAVE A 
HISTORY OF BEING ABUSIVE WITH 
OTHER ADULTS? 

Yes 
No 
Unknown 

20. EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

PRIMARY 
'lCTIM ABUSER 

Employed 
Unemployed 

-- 
-- 

Student 
Self-employed 
Homemaker 
Other IRetired, Disability) 
Unknown 

- '23. NUMBER OF VICTIMS WHO WERE GRANTED A N  EX PARTE ORDER FOR 
PROTECTION. 
'24. NUMBER OF EX PARTE PROTECTION ORDERS DENIED. 

- '25. NUMBER OF PROTECTION ORDERS DENIED AT  FULL HEARING. 

'26. NUMBER OF ABUSERS WHO ALLEGEDLY VIOLATED A N  ORDER FOR 
PROTECTION. 

- '27. NUMBER OF ABUSERS ARRESTED FOR A N  INITIAL VIOLATION OF A 
PROTECTION ORDER. 

- '28. NUMBER OF ABUSERS ARRESTED FOR A SUBSEQUENT VIOLATION OF A 
PROTECTION ORDER. 

- '29. NUMBER OF ABUSERS PROSECUTED IN CONNECTION WITH A N  INITIAL 

- '30. NUMBER OF ABUSERS PROSECUTED IN CONNECTION WITH A SUBSEQUENT 

VIOLATION OF A PROTECTION ORDER IMISDEMEANORI. 

VIOLATION OF A PROTECTION ORDER (FELONY). 

RESULT OF A NEW INCIDENT OF ABUSE (if victim was seen for the m . t i m e  
repon on line 1 and not here). 

- '31. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLIENTS REINITIATING SERVICES THIS MONTH AS A 

- '32. NUMBER OF PRESENTATIONS TO PROFESSIONAL GROUPS WHO ALSO DEAL 
WITH VICTIMS, (Do not include your o w n  inservice training) 

'32a. NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO ATTENDED ABOVE PRESENTATIONS. 1 
'33. NUMBER OF PRESENTATIONS TO SCHOOL PERSONNEL AND STUDENTS. 

'33a. NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO ATTENDED ABOVE PRESENTATIONS 

- '34. NUMBER OF PRESENTATIONS TO GENERAL PUBLIC. 

- '34a. NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO ATTENDED ABOVE PRESENTATIONS. 
i 

-. '35. NUMBER OF MEDIA CONTACTS. 

SEND COPIES OF THIS FORM TO: I 

ND Council on Abused Women's Services 
418 E. Rossar 1320 
Bismarck, ND 58501 

ND Depanment Health 
Maternal and Child Health Division 
600 E. Boulevard Avenue 
Bismarck, ND 58505-0200 

i 
j 
I 

 and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice. 
 been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s) 
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not 



'r0jeCt Name 

rhis Report Completed BY 

I I 
4 0 ~ ~ :  COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING FOR NEW CASES. A new case is defined as a person who has been sexually assaulted, and the program has 
)rovided services to the primary victim or secondary vict imk) (family or friend of victim1 for the first time this month in the current year. (# I  only) 

Month of 

Telephone Number 
19 - 

. CURRENT AGE OF PRIMARY VICTIM 

I. Total Number of New Cases 1. Total Number of Secondary 

8. VICTIM 6 ASSAILANT GENDER IMark only on. assault per case;if 
more than one. US. presenting or mor t  currmt) 

Male AssailantlFemale Victim - 

3. Total Number of Calls to Hotline 

Male AssailantlMalr Victim 
Female AssailanUFemalr Victim . - 

13-17 years , 

18-23 years 

I A  8 c - - .  _ . _ _ C - - - . _ _ . - I  
ADULT CHILD AGE 
VICTIM VICTIM UNKNOWN - *  

30-44 years 
45-64 years 
65 and older 
Unknown . 

- - - . .  . .  

. ETHNIC BACXGROUND OF PRIMARY VICTIM 

CaucasianWhite 
American IndianlAlaskan Native . - 

- 
- African AmhricanlBlack - -  _-. - AsianlPacific Islander 

- Hispanic . _ -  - -- - other .-. -- 

- .---- - 

Unknown 

-8 
-. ... . . ,  -- .. _. 

ANY KNOWN DISABILITY OF PRIMARY VICTIM (Marlr all :hat appa) 

Visually lmpairedlelind - Hearing ImpairedlDeaf - Developmentatly Delayed - PhysicallMedical Disability 
Mentally 111 
Other [Specify) 
Unknown 

- - 
- 

REFERRAL SOURCE (lndicaco for person making initial conlac1 with 
program) 

Self - - FriendlFamily Member 
- - Mental HealthlHuman'Sics ( i nch i f i g  TeXcE6rt; Cr&rgyTetc.) 
- Criminal Justice (Including Law Enf., Co. Any., Court) - Social ServiceslChild Protection . - 

- Other Victim Assistance Program 

- Media Announcement (Public Service Announcement, etc.) 
- Program Brochure(s) 
- Other Program Outreach (Heard a Presentation, etc.) 

- Other 

Medical Services - - ---_- --- - 

=@nknown 

Female AssailantlMale Victim 
Assailant Gender UnknownlFemale Victim 
Assailant Gender UnknownlMale Victim 
Male AssailantNictim Gender Unknown . 
Female AssailantNictim Gender Unknown - 
Both Assailant and Victim Gender Unknown . 

I 

- -  - .- . - .  
9. ASSAILANT'S RELATIONSHIP TO VICTIM (Mark only one assault per 
case: i f  more than one, use presenting or most cFr!eC$--. . 

Parent' '. 
Stepparent 

~ 

Other Cohabitating Adult in Parental Role 
Sibling' 
Other Relative. 
Person in Position of Authority 
FriendlAcquaintancelDate 
Spouselcohabitating Adult 
Co-WorkerlEmployar - . 
Therapist/Counselor 
Other Professional 
S tranger 
Information Unknown 

TOTALS 
9a. Of total adults served in column A, how many assault! 
were: 

Rape 
Attempted rape 
Other sexual contact 
Of total adults seen. how many were also victims of 

. ._  . - -  incest? [any first five categories of R9-marked with -- 
an Gterisk.) 
Of  total adults served, how many were also victims of 

. 

-- 

child-sexual abuse (not incest)? .-. 
9b. Of total children served in column 8, how many 
assaults were: 

Rape 
Attempted rape 
Other sexual contact 
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IO. MULTIPLE.ASSAULTS 

- Number of cases in which the victim was known 
to have been assaulted more than once. 

1 1. MULTIPLE ASSAILANTS 
Number of cases in which the victim was known 10 

- Medical Inform&oh%dfocwi;:r 
- -  f 

Victim Compensation Claim Information/Advocacy - 
have been assaulted by more than one assailant. 

12. ASSAULTS REPORTED 

Reponed to Law Enforcement 

. -  NOT Reported to  Law Enforcement 

Unknown If Reponed to Law Enforcemet 

13. LENGTH OF TIME BETWEEN ASSAULT AND CONTACT WTH 
PROGRAM 

A I) C 
ADULT CHILD AGE 
VICTIM VICTIM UNKNOWN 

Same Day 
1 Day .- . - 
2 Days 
3-6 Days . 

1 Week - 1 Month - 
- f  2 - 6 Months 

. 7 - 1 1  Months - - . 1 - 5 Years . - 6 - 10 Years - ' 11 - 15 Years 
. . .  _ .  

Over 15 Years - - Unknown 

e. LOCATION OF ASSAULT 

- .  - . .  
A.  - 8  C - 

DULT CHILD . -AGE - _  - :.-. CTlM VICTIM UNKNOWN 

. .  

. - -  . .  

.. 
. ._ . 

College Campus 
Workplace 
Institution 

Unknown 

-Other (Specify) 

ALL PRIMARY AN0 SECONDARY1 (BOTH NEW AN0 CONTINUING). 

15. NUMBER OF CONTACTS 
PRIMARY - SECONOARY :-- NOTE.-Eactujme aperson contacts your 
VICTIM VICTIMS program for services, count that 

person as a contact (e.g., if both a 
primary and secondary victim are 
present, count as two contacts. 

16. SERVICES PROVIDED (Include all services provided. More than one 
_ _  - -  - - -  .- _ -  

service may be provided during a contact). 

'RIMARY SECONDARY 
VICTIMS VICTIMS 

Prevention/Safetv InformationlAdvocacv 
Other InformationlAdvocacy 
Emergency Services Ie.g., Housing, Transportatio 
Financial, Child Care) - Other (specify) - TOTAL SERVICES PROVIDED 

17. REFERRALS MADE (Count all referrals made. More than one referral 

PRIMARY SECONOARY 
VICTIMS VICTIMS .- 

may be made during a contact.) 

' .  Criminal JusticeLegal 
Medical Service Provider 

Mental HealthlHuman Services Provider 
Other Victim Assistance Program 

Other 

- TOTAL REFERRALS MADE 

NOTE: 

- 
I +  - Social ServiceslChild Protection - 

- Self-Help Group - 

If more than one presentation to same group count each 
presentation, but I of participants only once. 

. - r  18. TRAINING PROVIDED TO PROFESSIONALS 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF 
PRESENTATIONS PARTICIPANTS 

- -- Law Enforcement 

Legal. 
Human Services 
Clergy 
TeacherslEducators 
Other Victim Services 
Multidisciplinary 
Other (Specify) 

Medical -- . 

TOTALS 
9. PREVENTIONIEDUCAflON PRESENTATIONS MADE 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF 
RESENTATIONS PARTICIPANTS 

Grades K-4 
Grades 5-9 
Grades 10-1 2 
4 Year College 
Post Graduate 
Parent.Groups 

Religious Groups ~ 

EmployeeMlorkplace Groups 

Other (Specify) 

TOTALS 

. . _ _  .Disabled Groups -. - - 

General . - , -_ 

20. NUMBER OF SCHOOLS IN WHICH YOU GAVE SEXbAL ASSAULT 
PRESENTATIONS. 

Grades K 4  
Grades 5-9 
Grades 10-12 
4 Years College 

- 
- Crisis Intervention 

SuPpon Counseling (Indiv., Family, or Group - Criminal Justice InformationlAdvocacy Post Graduate I 
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1-1 Initial RepoR 1-1 Revised Report 

#of Hours 

~REVENTlONlEDUCPTlON , In Class: Out Class, 
# of Pre-school Programs 
# of Sludents Pre-schd 

I PCAR TOTAL SEXUAL VIOLENCE SERVICE PROVISION 

IofStudenhGfades6-8 I I I I 
# of Pmgnms Grades 9.12 
# of Students Grades 9-12 

I of Programs Posi-High Schl 
#of Sludents Post-High Schl 

EE 
EE 

# of Programs to Community Groups 
t of Persons 
(I Cornmunity-Wide Events - 

Please check appropriate box: 

Dec-96 

DIRECT SERI 

Clients: UNDUPLICATED 

#of New Adult Victims 

#of New Child Victims 

#of New Signifcant Others 

TOTAL NUMBER OF NEW CLIENTS 

TotaPof Vim-Related Telephone Calls 

# of contacts 

# of Programs Grades K 4  I 1 d Studenls Grades K 4  -- I - - - - -  - 11 or Programs Gmdes 6-8 7 1  

Hours: 

1-i # of Hours to All Adult VlcHms 

-1 1 of Houn to All Chlkl Vlctlms 

7-1 TOTAL NUMBER OF HOURS TO A1 
CLIENTS (new6 ongoing) 
TRAININGS 

-1 # of Sexual Assault CounselorTrainlrgs 

1-1 # of PersonsTrained 

I] 1 of talnlngs provided lo StaffNolunteers 

-1 # 01 Persons Trained 

7 # of Trainlngs provided to Pmkssbnak in the 

7 of Penons Trained 
Community 

PUBLIC RELATIONSIEDUCATIONAL MATERIALS 

-1 1 of Press Releases Developed 

1 # of Press Releases Distributed 

-1 a of Public Service Announcements Developed 

1 # of Public Service Announcements Dntribured 

-1 # of Media Presentations 

-1 1 of Materiak Developed 
(2 copies musl be Included with the report) 

r d  # of Malerials Printed 

Page 1 
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VICTIM PROFILE 
- 

12 - 17 years 
Unknown - 17 years an 
under 

35 - 54 yean 

55 year's and up 
Unknown - 18 pears and 

over on0 
Child 
Victim 

Caucasian 
African-American 
Spnkh Origin 
Asian 8 Pacifc Islander 
Native American 
%-Racial 
Other 
Unknown 

DISABILrn 
PhysiC;rl 
MentaVEmotional , . , . 
Other Impairments ... a . 
VICTIMIOFFENDER RELATIONSHIP 
Strangers 
Acquaintances 
Friends 
Authority Figures 
L o w w r k n d  
J~povs& Spwse . . 
Paren! 
Stepparent 
Slblings 

Other R e h h s  
Cler.gy 
Other 
Unknown 

R 
17 TO POLICE: 

YeS 
Not Appllcable 
Unknown 

MEDICAL CARE OBTAINED: 
No 
Y S  
Not Applicable 
Unknown 

Child 
Victim 

TYPE OF ASSAULT: (as understood by y e  
assault counselor, may be more than one) 

Rape 
Sexual Assault 

Aggrevated Indecent 

lnvoluntay Deviate 

E 3  
Assaull n 
Sexual Intercourse.. n - Adult Sexual Abuse of 

Victim 

EL 
Children 
Incest 
Statutory Sexual Asslt 
Conspiracy (Rape) 
Attempted Rape 
Indecent Assault 
Indecent Exposure 
Sexual Harassment 
Other [Specify) 

REFERRALS RECEIVED FROM: 
Criminal Justke SySan 
Human Services 

-1 
(not C6Ly) ... 
Medical Facility/Hosp.. 
Domestic Violence Ctr 
Children 6 Youth .... 
Frlends, Relatives. 
O(hC!fS 
Mental Health 
Ckr9y 
other Plofessionals . . 
Self Aekrrd 

Unknown 

REFERRALS T O  
Criminal Justka Sysh 
Human Secvlces 

Medical Facilily/Hosp. . 
Domestic Vilence Ctr 
Children6 Youth 
Friends, Relatives. 
Others 
Mental Health 
Other Professional 
No Referral 

(not ceq .... 

El 

Aduft 
Victim 

sexual 

Page 2 
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L 

SIGNIFICANT OTHER PROFILE 

AGE 
0 - 5 years 
6 -  11 years 
12 - 17 yeah  
Unknown - 17 years and under 
.1 8 - 21 years 
22 - 34 years 
35 - 54 years 
55 years and up 
Unknown - IS years and over 

;EX: 
Female 
Male 
Unknown 

ETHNICIM: 
Caucasian 
Africa p-A m e rica n 
Spanish Origin 
Asian & Pacific Islander 
Native American 
Bi-Racial 
Other 
Unknown E 

RELATIONSHIP TO VICTIM: 
Acquaintance, Friend, Date 
Spouse 
Mother 
Father 
Sibling 
Relative 
S.O. to Parent 
Authority Figure 
Child of Victim 
Other 
Unknown 

ADDITIONAL PHHS INFORMATION 

Lssaults: Trainings: 

Jumber of women aged 12 and up 1-1 Number of Trainings to Law L-1 
aped Enforcement Personnel 

0 lumber of women aged 12 and up -7 Number of Persons Trained 
ftemped rape - lumber of sexual assault on 
ollege campuses 

~ ~~ ~. 

lame and Job Title of Person Completing the Report: 

I 1 
you have questions, please call the PCAR ContraU Liaison: Dick Price at 1-800-692-7445 

Page 3 
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WEST V I R G I N I A  
CY NAME forQUARTER1 2 3 4 YEAR 19- 

one ( 1 )  sheet (or more ) for EACH month. Only the last column, which is to be the total amount spen ’ on 
each case number (in increments of 0.25,0.50,0.75, 1.00, etc.). The subtotal(s) for each pagdmonth will be total on the SUMMARY SHEET . 

VI11 AMT 
CATEGORYISEWAGE SERVICES CHARGES REFERRALS OFTIME 

I IV V. VI VI1 I I. I I1 I I11 

-_ 
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TOTAL 
I I .  CASE NUMBERS 1 

1 Y  I . .I. 
4. 

5 .  

6 .  

FAnI LY PIEMBERS 
NON-FAMI LY HpIBERS/COLLATERAL 
OFFPCDERS 

I TOTAL 3-6 

Please Put number in victim category if contact was DIRECT: put +.in 
non-victim categon l f  contact wan other than w/victim. but NOT with 
offenders: you will NOT include'non-victim : 1 contacts if YOU had con- 
tact w/ the victim. 

IV. CATEGORY/SEX/AGE of NEW VICT'IMS: 

(OVER) 
c- 
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TOTAL 
r 

VI. C H A R G E  27. 

28. 

. Convictions 29. 
30. :Oth*r Resoluti'ons _. : :: .: 

44. 

, 3 2 .  Legal 

33. Pol ice 

34. Psychological 

Protective Services 

Fi led 
Pending/Con't 

. . . . . . . . .  . .  
I 

VIII. Referrals: Mediaal 

. .  

35. 

TOTAL 31' -3s 

I VIII.TOTAL mowtr 'o~  TIHE SPENT (ALL Cases) . 55. 

. .  . .  

! 

. .  

I 

. Please complete the following for any Group(s1 held during the quarter. 
You will be including groups held for victims ( rape/incest sirvivors, 
other sexual abuse groups) and any offonder groups. YOU DO NOT in- 
clude support groups held for domestic violence victims. 

. . .  ... 

NUMBER OF GROUPS HELD FOR: . . . . .  --. . . . . . . . .  I 

- -- 
a.victims- b.non-victims- TOTAL # 

TOTAL A H O W  OF TI= SPEKT FOR GROUPS: 
> 

EXAMPLE: I f  you have a group each week that meets for 1 1/2 hours, 6 . 
there were 12 w e e k  in the quarter. then multiple 1 1/2 X 
12 - 18 hours. 

CObMJNIN EDUCATION SfATISfICS 

Other major accomplishments/achiementa: 

. . .  - . ._ .  _ - .  . . . . .  . . . . . .  .. 
. . . .  

.. 

7EVISED */9? 

.......... - 
... . . . . . . . .  __- -~ 

.Y.:i.-,:, 

.;&",:y :: I . .... 
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Kentucky’s Central Register 

Kentucky 
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055-292 . . 
(R. 7-93) COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

Cabinet for Human Resources 

Department for Social Se-r 1 '  

Report i$ 

ADULT PROTECTIVE SERVICES INVESTIGATION . 

Date Report Received / / i. OSS INFORMATlON 

. .  
Uondor Number 

Worker SSN - 
County Code 

Date Sent to b w  Enforcement / ' /  
Datoof~nvostigation / ' / 
ChildAbulrreportmade? [ ] 1 -yes 2 - n o  

If 'yes." datwreport made / . / 

11. ADULT REPORTED 

Name oateof8irth / ' / / 
I (last) . (first) (m.1.) 

gknt SSN 
\ 

Rare'[ ] 
1. Whits 

i 

MaritalStatus [ ] . 
1. Single 

2. Hispanic . . . 2. Female 2. Mahied . 
3:Black :. 3. Unknown 3. Widowed 
4. Asian or Pacific lsla,nder 4. Separated 
5. Am. Indian or Alaskan 5. Divorced 
6. Biracial 6. Unknown. 
7. Not reiorted 

. .  

. .  
Living AnangemoAof AduH 
1. Alone 
2. Own home; with others 
3. With spouse 
4. Withchildren * 
5. With pareno 
6. With other relatives 
7. Non-relatives 
8. Caretaker home 

1 1 .  
9. Boarding Home 

10. Family Care Home 
I 1. Personal Care Home 
12. ICF 
13. SNF 
14. Hosoital or MH-MR 
15. %orneterr , 
:6. Unknown . .  

111. INITIAL REPORTING SOURCE [ ] 
1. Relative 5. Home health agency 9. Private soiial service agency 13. Self 
2. Non-relative 6. Hosp~tal personnel 10. County Or district health department 14. Spouse abuse shelter 
3. Dept. Social Services 7. Law enforcement 11. Physician 
A. Other public social service agency 

IS Anonymous 
16. Other 8. Community MHMR Center 12. Long term care naff  

IV. RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION 

TYPE AduH Abuse[ ] Spouse A h -  [ ] Neglect by Caretaker [ - ] Self Neglect [ 1. 'Exgoitation [ ] 
S 1. Substantiated 1 : Substantiated 1. Substantiated 1. Subnantiared 1. Substantiated 

2. Some indication 2. Some indication 2. Some indication 2. Some indication 2. Some indication 
T 3. Unsubstantiated 3. Unsubstantiated 3. Unsubstantiated 3. Unsubstantiated 3. Unsubsuntigted 
u 4. Unable to locate 4. Unable to  locate 4. Unable to locate 4. Unade to locate 4. Unabl'e tu locate 

. 5. Found. substantiated . 5. Found. substantiated 5. Found. substantiated . 5. Found.sutjstantiated 5. Found.substantiated 

If "Unable to locate", complete sections VI/ & X only. I f  "Unsubstantiated", omit section V a n d  compiete sections VI - X 

. .  Name 
(fint) . (m.iJ 

1. (A) ALLEGED PERPETRATOR 

Race [: ] 
1. White 

TYPE: [ 1 .[ 1 [ ' , I  S i x  [ 1 
I. Adult Abuse 
!. S ouseAbuse . 2. Female 2. Hispanic 
1. d lect by Caretaker 3. Unknown 3. Black 

4. Asian or. Pacific Islander 
1. SeI?Neglect 5. Am. Indian or Alaskan 5. Sibling 11. Unknown i. Exploitation 

6. Biracial 
7. Not reported 

(last) ' 

. Relationship [ ] 

. 1. spouse 7. Other relative 
8. Long term care I t  
9. Self 

1. Male 
2. Ex-spouse 
3. Paramour. 
4. Parent 10. Other non-relative 

6. Adultchild 

Name A9. 
(first) (mi.) 

(B) ALLEGED PERPETRATOR 
(last) 

Relationship [ ] 
1. Spouse 7: Other relative 
2. Ex-spouse 
3. Paramour 9. Self 
4. Parent 10. Other non-relative 

6. Adult child 

Race [ ] 
1. White 

4. Asian or Pacific islander 5. Sibling 1 1 .  unknown 5. Am. Indian or Alaskan 

8. Long term care staff 
mPE: [ I [ I [ 1 Sex [ I . 

!. Se19 Neglect 

I .  Adult Abuse 1. Male 
!. S ouseAbure 2. Female 2. Hispan!c 
I .  f& IectbyCaretaker 3. Unknown 3. Black 

I. Exolonation 
' 6. Biracial 

7. Not reported 
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ADULT PROTECTlVE SERVICES INVESTIGATION 

' x. Tho tmdings of this investigation aro not a judicial determination, but are a professional determination based on Depmmental policy and 

procedure. 

Page 2 
. .  

Y 
VI. DETERMlNATloN OF SERVICE NEED [ ] 

1. No services needed 
2. General adult services needed or requeskd 
.3. Adult understandsthe need for protective services and accepts services 

' 1. Adult understandsthe need for protective services and refuses services 
5. Adult coes not appear t o  understand the need for protective services but accepts services 
6. Adult does not appear t o  understand the need for protective services and refuses services. but is not  in an emergency sctuation 
7. Adult does nor appear to  undernand the need for protective rervicer:lacks capaci'vto acceptor refuse services and needs emergency protealon 
8. Adult deceased . 
9. Adult refused to be interviewed . 

VII. CASE DATA 

A.Status [. ] 1. Case opened for protective services 4. Case not opcned:.referrals made or short-term services provided 
5. Case not opened; no services provided 2. Case opened for general adult servica 

3, Already active DSS case . .  .. 'r - . .  
. .  . 0.. Case# , C. Case Name . -  

(last) . (first) (m ILL 

4111. LEGALA.CllONINITIATED/PIANNED [ ]* [ ] [ ] 
. 1. Emergency Protemve Services Petition - KRS 209.1 10 

2. Ex Parte Order - KRS 209.130 
3. lnvolunrary Hospitalizat!on, MH - KRS 202A 

. 4. lnvolunrary Hosoitalization. MR - KRS 2028 

'5. Disabiiity Determination Petition - KRS 387.530 . 

6. Emergency Protective Order - KRS 403.740 

7. Oomestic Violence Order - KRS 003.750 
'8 .  Criminal Complaint 
9. Oivorce Action - KRS 403 
10. Other 
11. None 

~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~ 

X. SERVICES (Enter appropriate code in box preceding each service below,if applicable. Othewise. leave service blank.) 

Enter a n  -X"in this block if  no services are nnkd [ ] 
' 
i ] E. Individual or group therapy [ ] K. Employment or educational semca [ IS. Transportation . 

[ J C. Family counseling [ ] L. Legal o i  court iervices [ If. Finanaal assistance 

1 ] 0. Marriage counseling [ ] M. Housing assistance . 

] A. Social work counseling [ ] 1. Adult day care or sheltered workshop [ ]R. Home-delivered or congregate meals 

f [ ]u. Payee. curator or pow;r-of-anorney 

] E. Self-help or support group '. [ ] N. Placement with relative [ ]V. Guardian 

] F. Substance abuse zervic& [ ] 0. Emergency shelter ' [ ]W.- Respite Services 
r [ ]X. Attendant or Sitter services , .' ] G. Psychological testing or evaluation ] P. Spouse abuse shelter 

1 ]H. Health, medical services [ ] 9. Emergency food f ] Y .  Alternate care services 

[ . .  

I 1 
, . ] I. Homemaker. home management services 

- C O D E S .  

1 - PRO WDED I PLANNED I R f  U N E S  
2 - REFERRED: A WAlnNG SERYKTJ 

3 - NEEDED: HOT O F F E M 0  IN COMMUNtTY 
4.- OFFERED, BUTR€FUSED 

. .  
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